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a vast skelefon. Even in ifs pristine form the j')]ding was modest in all respects except scale.
. Steps, colunns, entablature and sereen wals were of poros from Aigina. Marble occurs only
in two places: blue for the gutter along_,ﬂ;e south side of the stoa and white for its metopes.
The entablature was furtlier enlivened“by the frec use of paint both on the stone parts and on
the terracotta sima (Pl. 44, a). Thefé&umns were left smooth, nor were they ever meant to he
fluted. The floor throughout the building was of clay. Although unpretentious in the choice of
materials, the building is ma%d by craftsmanship of a high order.

As in most great stoas of the Hellenistic period the terrace of the Middle Stoa formed an
ntegral and important paft of the design. With a clear width of about five meters the terrace
extended from the east’end of the building to a point six meters short of its west end; the
corner was left open to reduce interference with traffic at this busy entrance to the Agora. The
extreme west end of the terrace was occupied by a monument base which from its shape and
dimensions may e assumed to have carried a four-horse chariot group (Fig. 23). Since at this
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Fig. 23. Middle Stoa, West End in Original Form, from Nortliwesi (W. B. Dinsmoor, Jr.)

point the floor of the terrace lay about fouf meters above tlie floor of the square, the monument,
Was one of the most prominent in the whole Agora. Tt probably suffered in the sack of 86 B.c.
In any event the pedestal was event-u/M y dismantled to free {he way for traffie ascending to
the terrace over g stairway set, into/{he previously open corner (P1. 44, b). The immediate
reason for this change was perhapg the construetion of the Odeion in the time of Augustus;
+ this building, as we shal] see, Wos entered chiefly from the terrace of the Middle Stoa \‘\:]11'(-}1’

accordingly needed 1o be madefnore readily accessible (p- 111). _

The architectural style of 1fie Middle Stoa, combined with the e
of potiery, st amped amphors
I the first quarter of the s

. vidence of a vast quantity
Landles and coins from its construction fill, points {0 g date Jate
cond centiry B.c. for the start of construction. The building wae
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*Lprotaydpng, Th. feb,, 13, with note 25
*Apforaivog, Kn. duov., 35
*Apforatvog, Kn. er,, 32
'Apforapxog, En. ep., %2
*Aprorefdag, En. ep., 32
*Lprotrefdac ( lst end 2nd ), Rh. ep., 8
'Apsotefdng, Kn. ep., 32, 39; 23, note 61
"AptoTevg, En. duov., 35
' 'Apror{wv, Kn, ep., 32
"Aptorfov, Kn. feb,, 39
'Aprotrfov, Rh, feb,, LO
'Aplofdﬁou)\og, En, duov., 35
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*hAprcToxAfig, En. ep., 17, note 38; 32; LE, 1%

*AptoTOKXATG, En. feb., 10, note 1%; 17; 1E with note LZ; 2L, note 63;
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a{(ﬂv' En, €Pe, 33
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apaxovropévng, KEn, ep., 33
bpdwov, Kn, ep., 32

Apévwv, Kn, feb., 2L, note 63; 3¢
“Ex)al , Sinopesr, L7, 11
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EUBouviog, En, ep., 33, 35

Eb0vévng, En, ep., 33

EdnAeitog, Rh, feb,, 13, note 24
Edupdrng, Kn, duov,, 35

Ebxpdrng, En. ep., 13, 33, 37

Ebdwparfwv, Kn, ep., 33, 39
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bppaydpag, Kn. ep., 33, 35
Elppdvwp, bn. ep., 33

Ebopdvap, Rh. fsb., 11

Ebgpo(, En. ep., 33

Elppov, En. duov., 35

Elgppwv, Kn, ep., 33

Zn(, 19 with note L6

Znvébdotog, En. ep., 33
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eaitpBpor{dag, Kn. ep., 33, 37
2e(, En. ep., 15, note 32
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geafdnrog, Kn, ep., 33
seafdnrog, Kh. ep., 8-9, 11-12 and 12, note 23; 46, 3e
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KEANL tOG, Kn. duov., 35

» BAMTR0S, Kn. op., 88
Kderoé, En. ep., -1:‘;,”»33

KéA\hwv, Rh. fab., 13, note 24
Kapveddag, kn. duov., 23, note 57; 35
KapveddoT10¢g, kn. ep., 33
KAeavbpfdag, Kn. 8P., 3:51 29
KA€éavbpog, ¥n. ©p., 33

Khe1o1nnfdag, Kn, ep., 33

KAe1v6paxog, Rh. ep., 40
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Frertopdv, Kn. ep., 13
S 4
Exeunpdrng, En. ep., 33

Exeunpérng, En. ep., 24, note 63; 5-3, 45,

KAxeUnPpoTogin. ep., 33, 37
KAeun{Ong, EKn. ep., 33

&
KxeldmoArg, En. duov., 35

v o

KAedmoAlt g, Kn. ep., 33, 35

v

Kxéwv, KEn. ep., 33
EAqvémoAt g, Kn. ep., 1:{ 33"
Kofpavog, Kn. ep., 33
Kpa'repdq, Kn, duov., 35V-
KpdTng, En. duov., 35
KuborAtfig, Kn. ep., 33"
Kuboo®évng, En. duov., 35/
A6 paTog, Kn. ep., 33"

AEXapTOG, kn. ep., 33

Adxﬂq, ¥n,. duov., 22v, note 57; 35f

Aéaw, Kn. sp., 13, 34
Avodviog, Kn. ep., 13/, 34
AuotuAfig, Kn. ep., 34~
MeyaxwlAfig, En, ep., 34~
MeAdvrag, Kn. duov., 35
¥évavdpog, Kn. ep., 34"
Mevenpdrng, Kn. ep., 347
Mevélaog, Kn. ep., 34
MevEoTPATOG, XKn. ep., 34
Mévinmog, Kn. ep., 34~
Mfivov, Sinopeen fab., 47, 12
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Méo¥0G, kKn. duov., 35
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)

Nixao{Bourog, Kn. duov., 35
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Niwao{Boulog, Kn. ep., 13, 34

- -

Ntwao{Bourog, Kn. fab,, 48, 13

J
N1xac{paxog, ¥n. ep., 15, 34

e

lefaq, Sinopean feb., 21, note 51’
Nixdpaxog, kKn. €PD., 34’
Noupfiviog, ¥n. ev., 34"

EevdpeTog, Rh. ep., 16, note 34"
ZevoxAfg, En. ep., 34

ZevéoTparog, Rh. ep., 16, note 34

"

EevoQ®dv, Rh. ep., &

v

'OAupm16bwpoOg, Kn. ep., 34
ODovraléav, kn. ep., 34, 36

MN1oTvog, Kn. ep., 34, 35
17
NoAs (, En. ep., 47, 6_
& - w ' v
DoAto¥xng or MoA10TXOS, kn. ep., 13, 1¢, 34, 47 &
J

-

DoAfrag =-Ng, En. duov., 35~
o
MoAfrag, Kn. ep., 34, 35~

y Py
MoAfTng, Kn. ep., 34, %

-

HoAUYV®TOG 7, Kn. ep., 34

ToAunpdT NG, Xn. ep., 34

T

Noluxdpng, Kn, ep., 34, 38

/

ToAlxappog, kn. duocy., 35
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NoA¢xapypog, En., ep., 135, 34

"
NovoouAétng, EKn. duov., 35

ODponadfov, Kn. ep., 34
- = = v
Npopn(efwov), En. ep., 34

vy
NitoAepatog, Kn. ep., 34

&

Nueéupttog, Kn. duov., 35

s

NuedxupiTog, Kn. ep., 34

4

Nuédvinog, %En. ep., 34
PoboxATg, En. ep., 34"

J
zaparnfwv, Rh., fab., 10

7

Ltxelég, En. ep., 34
L1puAivog, Kn. ep., 54,
txf{prog, kn. fab., 397
LTPATONATS, Kn. ep., 34/, 35

+

ZUppaxosg, kh, ep., o5-9, 45,4

ZonpdTne, Fa. ep., 15, 15 16, 34; 48, 3:7’,;
Zao{paxog, Kn. ep., 34~
Tao{ppav, Kn. ep., 34, 35
Tdorpalrog), Xu. ep., 32"
Lordg, Rh. feb., sf note 15/
Taupionog, Xn. ep., 34

Tdx1nnog, Kn. ep., 34"

Telenpéav, Kn.,sp., 3411
Tereofopav, Kn. ep., 34‘1 9y Mef't 63
Tniépaxog , Th. annual official, SGJ
Tnvddng, Kn. dgiv., 35"

e

Tipanre(, Kn. ep., 34

Ttudpa'rog, Rh. fab., ‘13: note 24¥
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Tipaoiupdrng, Kn. ev., 34

Tipdeeog, Xn. ep., 34

Tipéievog, Xn. f‘ab.,)(u/_, 10
TtuéEevog, Rn. fab., 10¢
Tlpoo’eévng, in. 8p., 347
Tipopdv, Kn. ep., 347
®iAafviog, Rh. feb., 10

@1 Adurerog, En. ep., 14, 34/

v
®1Anrdg, Kn. ep., 34

v - W ” F
ofAimmog, Kn. ep., 13, 15, 16, 3¢
@tltd[, KEn. ep., 34"

v ~ v v
®iAiorfwv, Kn. ep., 13, 34, 36

®fA10T0Gg, Kn. ep., 34J
®i1A{wv?, Kn. ep., 34"
P1AS6danog, kn. ep., 34
@t AonpdTng, En, ep., 15/, 34

®t AopBpor{dag, Kn. ep., 3¢’
otropfi(dng), Kn. ep., 3¢~

®1A8moAt g, Kn. duov., 35”7

®1Ao08évng, Kn. ep., 34"

&1 Aéppav, Kn. op.,"‘/f:.;ii.:.note ;'?; 3s 1S,
®fAratog, Kn. ep., 15; 1'?: note 3';; 54/
@t)\r{bug, En. ep., 34"

OfAav, ¥n. ap.-, 347

XappoupdTng, Kn, feb., 37

<

XpUoinmog, Kn. ep., 34

, 39,; 48, 14

v‘
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AdAiog, 10, note 19
@eopogpéprog, 10, note 19
Ndvapog, 9; 46, 3a
Zpfvotog, 9; 45, 2a
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’ AoTuvépog , Sinopean, 21, note 51;.47, 10, 11 '
Mat dfa, Knidden, 34 , note 63

®polpapxog , Knidian, 7, mote 14; 13-16, 31, 52
*Avbdpeg, Knidian, 22, note 57; 31, 35 (1ist)
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1 Rhodian stamped amphoras of AAMOKPATHE (1, a fragment, and 2) and of ITIITOKPATHE (3) and

their stamps, contemporary with the end date of the Middle Stoa filling. Jars at 1:10, stamps at 1:1. Second
decade of 2nd century B.c.

MASIER PROg ™ -~=s wes | ..
1 & ,t, V. R. Grace: THE MIpDLE S10A DATED BY AMPHORA STAMPS
piease ini Ia]____J
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PLATE 2

Knidian amphoras and associated stamps (4-9) and Sinopean stamps (10-12), present or paralleled in
the Middle Stoa filling. Jars at 1:10, stamps at 1:1. 3rd century to second decade of 2nd century B.c.

V. R. GrRACE: THE MIpDLE STOA DATED BY AMPHORA STAMPS



PLATE 3

‘ Knidian amphoras and associated stamps (13-18) and circular stamps of the Rhodian APIZTOKAHZ
\ on Knidian amphora handles (19-21). Jars at 1:10, stamps at 1:1. First half of 2nd century B.c.

V. R. Grace: THE MDDLE ST0A DATED BY AMPHORA STAMPS
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V. R. GraCE: THE MIDDLE STOA DATED BY AMPHORA STAMPS
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PLATE 5
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dix 2

Scaffolding for setting up an outer colonnade. See Applen

V. R. Grace: THE MippLE STOA DATED BY AMPHORA STAMPS



THE MIDDLE STOA DATED BY AMPHORA STAMPS

(PraTes 1-5)
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_Jadex N HIS ADDRESS at the celebration of the first hundred years of the Archaeological &©
Institute of America, Kurt Bittel attributed to the work of some earlier German excava-
tors a perhaps undue emphasis on architecture at the expense of “the observation and evalu-
ation of small movable objects” found in excavating the buildings.! Stamped amphora

! K. Bittel, “The German Perspective and the German Archaeological Institute,” A/A 84, 1980, pp. 271~
277, the quotation is from p. 275. The paper was read by H.G. Giiterbock at the Eighty-First General Meet-
ing of the Archaeological Institute of America, in Boston, on December 28, 1979.

The present article was originally intended for the Festschrift for Homer Thompson, Hesperia, Supple-
ment XX. I hope he will accept it as a further supplement to that volume. I am obliged to him for comments on
the manuscript which have resulted in various needed clarifications in my text. I have profited also from
helpful suggestions by other readers, in particular W. B. Dinsmoor, Jr., P. M. W. Matheson, M. B. Wallace,
and A. Boegehold; others are mentioned below. None of these is responsible for my errors or for my con-

clusions.
Works frequently cited will be abbreviated as follows:

Agora XI1 = B. A. Sparkes and L. Talcott, The Athenian Agora, XI1, Black and Plain Pottery of
the 6th, 3th and 4th Centuries B.C., Princeton 1970

Agora X1V = H. A. Thompson and R. E. Wycherly, The Athenian Agora, X1V, The Agora of
Athens, Princeton 1972

Agora XXII =S. L. Rotroff, T'he Atheman Agora, XXII, Hellenistic Pottery: Athenian and Im-
ported Moldmade Bowls, Princeton 1982

Amphoras = V. R. Grace, Amphoras and the Ancient Wine Trade, Excavations of the Athenian
Agora, Picture Book No. 6, rev. ed., Princeton 1979

Coulton 1976 = J. J. Coulton, The Architectural Development of the Greek Stoa, Oxford 1976

Délos XXVII =V. R. Grace and M. Savvatianou-Petropoulakou, “Les timbres amphoriques

grecs” (Chapitre XIV) in Exploration archéologique de Délos, XX VII, L'ilot de

H

la Maison des C'ome’d:'a’n:, P. Bruneau, ed., Paris 1970, pp. 277-382 >

Garlan 1979 =Y. Garlan, “Koukos! données nouvelles pour une nouvelle interprétation des
timbres amphoriques thasiens,” BCH, Suppl. V, Paris 1979, pp. 213-268

Hesperia 54, 1

0.
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THE MIDDLE STOA DATED BY AMPHORA STAMPS 3

handles, to be sure, sometimes escaped such oblivious enmity in those days by dint of being
counted as inscriptions rather than as small finds and by appearing in large numbers. Thus
we have the excellent and still basic publication by Schuchhardt in 1895 of some 782 am-
phora stamps, mostly Rhodian, found in Pergamon in a filling dumped in ancient times
between the foundations of a room set between the earlier and the later city walls.? Professor
Bittel had more in mind than the mutual development of chronologies that might result
from studies of small finds in relation to buildings. The dimension of time, however, must be
set up in the best possible way before we can learn what we should in, as he suggests, the
economic and social fields. Such studies of material in context in a large excavation can only
be enabled by a complex, well-planned, and strict system of recording, such as that devised
by T. Leslie Shear for the excavations of the Athenian Agora of the 1930’s and greatly

Grace 1934 =V. Grace, “Stamped Amphora Handles found in 1931-1932,” Hesperia 3, 1934,
pp- 197-310 i '

Grace 1949 = V. Grace, “Standard Pottery Containers of the Ancient Greek World,” Hesperia,
Suppl. VIII, Princeton 1949, pp. 175-189

Grace 1952 = V. Grace, “Timbres amphoriques trouvés a Délos,” BCH 76, 1952, pp. 514-540

Grace 1968 = V. Grace, “Die gestempelten Amphorenhenkel aus stratigraphisch gesicherten

Fundzusammenhingen,” Exkurs in O. Ziegenaus and G. de Luca, Altertiimer
von Pergamon, X1,i, Das Asklepieion, Berlin 1968, pp. 175-178. The author
saw no proof of this Exkurs, which contains many errors not in the manuscript.

Grace 1971 = V. R. Grace, “Samian Amphoras,” Hesperia 40, 1971, pp. 52-95

Grace 1974 = V. R. Grace, “Revisions in Early Hellenistic Chronology,” AthAMitt 89, 1974, pp.
193-200

Grakov 1929 = B. N. Grakov, Ancient Greek Pottery Stamps with the Names of Astynomot, Mos-
cow 1929 (in Russian)

Guide? = H. A. Thompson, The Athenian Agora, A Guide to the Excavation and Museum,
3rd ed., Athens 1976

Knackfuss 1924 = H. Knackfuss, Milet, 1, vii, Der Sudmarkt und die benachbarten Bauanlagen, Ber-
lin 1924, pp. 156-176 (on the Magazinhalle)

Nessana | = V. R. Grace, apud H. D. Colt et al., Excavations at Nessana 1, London 1962, pp-
106-130

Nilsson 1909 = M. P. Nilsson, “Timbres amphoriques de Lindos,” in Exploration archéologique
de Rhodes V, Copenhagen 1909

Pnyx = V. R. Grace, “Stamped Wine Jar Fragments,” in Small Objects from the Pnyx: II,
Hesperia, Suppl. X, Princeton 1956, pp. 113-189

Rickman 1971 = G. Rickman, Roman Granaries and Store Buildings, Cambridge 1971

Schuchhardt 1895 = C. Schuchhardt, in Altertiimer von Pergamon, VIII, Inschriften ii, Berlin 1895,
pp- 423-499

Tarsus I = H. Goldman et al., Excavations at G5zlii Kule, Tarsus I, Princeton 1950

Thompson 1934 = H. A. Thompson, “Two Centuries of Hellenistic Pottery,” Hesperia 3, 1934, pp.
311-480

® See Schuchhardt 1895, p. 423. For a recent discussion of the deposit, see Délos XXVII, especially pp.
290-291. This publication, Chapter XIV of the volume on the Maison des Comédiens on Delos, includes a
general review of studies of container amphoras and their stamps (usually on the handles) with much biblio-
graphy; see pp. 278-280 for an introduction to the subject, or the reader may just consult the pamphlet Am-
phoras, in particular the text accompanying figures 21-25 in that unpaged booklet. Third-century dates in
Délos XXVII should be revised as indicated in Grace 1974, p. 200. Further on Grace 1974, see below, Ap-

pendix 2. Further on the Pergamon deposit, see p. 000 below with footnote 32; figures given have been some-
what revised following corrections in readings.

Y. (_)3



4 V. R. GRACE

Fic. 2. Middle Stoa, West End in Original Form, from Northwest (W. B. Dinsmoor, Jr)

developed by Lucy Talcott.> The basis of such records is, of course, the excavator’s grasp of
what he sees and his managing to record it while the impression is fresh. One of my early
recollections of Homer Thompson is of learning from him, in 1942, that although stamped
amphora handles were supposed to be Hellenistic, he had found some in definitely Classical
company; he showed me several, which gave me a permanent taste for the Thasian class.* If
the information no longer surprises, it is in great part because of the impact of the large
group of early Thasian stamped handles excavated by Thompson at the Pnyx, in the Filling
of Period ITI of the Assembly Place, which established the priority of the two-name Thasian
stamps, fixing them before about 340 B.c.’ For the place of container amphoras in the

* For appreciation still felt, see Grace 1934, p- 200 with note 5; Délos XXVII, p. 278, last paragraph of
note.

* For the handles, see Grace 1934, p- 210, nos. 1-3. On the deposit, Hesperia 24, 1955, p. 185 under no. 25
(P. E. Corbett); Agora XII, p- 393, under H 17:5; Corbett cites the publication of the stamped handles. Dis-
cussion of the subgroup of Thasian, Pnyx, pp. 127 and 129 under b and c; these stamps, however, would now
be dated about mid-4th century s.c.

> Summary on the Pnyx: J. Travlos, Pictoral Dictionary of Ancient Athens, London 1971, pp. 466-476,
with bibliography, p. 467. Summary on the Pnyx evidence dating the two-name stamps: Délos XX VI, bottom
of p. 355. Cf. Garlan 1979, p. 246 with note 12. Most recently on the Pnyx as a whole, see H. A. Thompson,

F132



THE MIDDLE STOA DATED BY AMPHORA STAMPS 5

general archaeological mind in 1932, I quote from a letter (of 1951) from a distinguished
archaeologist, the late Professor C. H. Emilie Haspels of Amsterdam, in reference to an
investigation of what must have been an ancient pottery works for the production of am-
phoras in Thasos, a workshop which in the light of modern information is seen to have
operated from early in the 4th century B.c.: “Re the amphoras: I called them H?llenistic at
the time (in 1932 or ’33) for the only reason that we . . . were used to speak of /Hellenistic
pointed amphorae’. Almost a term like West Slope ware or Megarian bowls.”® Here is one
of the places where Homer Thompson has enabled us to take a big step forward.

DATING THE CONSTRUCTION FILLING
BY THE AMPHORA STAMPS CONTAINED

The thesis of the present paper has been known to Thompson and other interested persons
since July 11, 1956, when I completed a report on the stamped amphora handles found in
the building fill of the Middle Stoa in the Athenian Agora, about 1500 in number. The
report was circulated at the Agora and has remained on file there.” The date which the
handles seemed to indicate as that of the lower limit of the fill was the second decade of the
2nd century B.c.® So early a date was not generally accepted at that time; there were conflicts
to be resolved: for instance some coins in the fill had been dated in the second quarter of the
century. Further studies of the various stamp sequences represented in the fill continued to
point to the same decade for its probable lower limit; eventually, counting the terms of
dating officials in Rhodian stamps brought us to a proposed end date of the stamps in the
filling of about 183 or 182 B.c.’ Finally, we have in 1972 Homer Thompson’s considered
date for the start of construction of the Middle Stoa itself, “late in the first quarter of the 2nd
century B.C.”'° The coins have now been published by F. S. Kleiner, who finds nothing that
he need date later than about 180 B.c. More recently, the molded relief bowls in the filling

have been described by S. I. Rotroff as “similar to those in other deposits of early 2nd
century.”!!

“The Pnyx in Models,” Hesperia, Suppl. XIX, Studies in Attic Epigraphy, History and Topography Pre-
sented to Eugene Vanderpool, Princeton 1982, pp. 133-147.

¢ On the Haspels investigation in Thasos, see Garlan 1979, pp. 256-258, taken from an unpublished
excavation report, apparently of late 1933.

" Filed with Deposit Summaries, under its grid position H-K 12-14. Text accompanied by extensive lists,
and analyses by class, of the stamped handles from the Middle Stoa construction filling, also of those from
some related groups found in the neighborhood; lists also of the individual grid positions cited by the ex-
cavators. We are under considerable obligation to G. R. Edwards for making definitive the primary list, of

iterns to be counted as coming from the filling, especially for the earlier (pre-war) finds. CF. p. pﬂﬂ’below with
footnote 57.

8 Published statement in 1962, NVessana I, p. 124.
® Délos XX VII, p. 291, and see P; 000 below in the present article.

19 Agora XIV, p. 67. The date given for the filling in Agora IV (1958), VIII (1962), and XIT (1970), in the
deposit lists, had been to ca. 150 B.c., a date evidently derived from that appearing in Edwards’ 1956 publica-
tion; see footnote 56 below (date of filling equals that of start of long-petal bowls). Correct some references in
Agora XIV, p. 66, note 179: the quotation actually comes from Délos XXVII, p. 382, and other relevant
passages are evidently :bid., pp. 290-291, 320.

"' F. 8. Kleiner, Hesperia 44, 1975, pp. 303-311. (For his separate Deposit ITI, p. 311, I have not been able

to identify handles that we discussed in this connection, cf. his note 14.) For Rotroffs comment, see dgora
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The stamped amphora handles from the Middle Stoa building fill are worth a volume
to themselves, so numerous and rich and varied is the material and of such wide bearing.
The evidence is summarized here as a prime example of the possibility of mutual develop-
ment of chronologies, in this case between the amphora fragments in the fill, a large hoard
assembled as bulky rubbish to fill in for a level floor for a building 150 meters long, set on
sloping ground, and the building itself, for which the detailed dating of the stamps suggests
an identification. In turn, the identification implies independent support for a rather nar-
row dating for the cutoff point of the material in the construction filling of the building,
because of the historical probabilities as to when work would have begun on such a project,
as will be discussed below. What is attractive is that the archaeological indications and the
historical probabilities arrive at the same date, about 183 B.c.

In the course of making a report on this material, I have found it necessary to take up
matters that needed more extensive presentation than their relevance to the present dis-
cussion might justify. In order not to interrupt overmuch the account of the dating and
identification of the Middle Stoa, I have put this material into appendices at the end of the
main text of the article (see p. 1 above for titles)7 ™ 4

SIZE AND COMPOSITION OF THE GROUP : N e
Let us look now at the assortment of amphora stamps in the filling of the Middle Stoa:

Rhodian 885 or 59% of the whole number
Knidian 343
Early Knidian 39
382 382 or 25%
Thasian 60 or 4%
Koan 53 i f
Chian (some from Lagynoi) 23 Lew J
Corinthian 7
Sinopean 6

Parmeniskos Group

5

Zenon Group 9§
Parian 2
Samian(?) prow stamp 1
with Latin stamp 1
miscellaneous unclassified 68
1498

A detailed count of the stamped amphora handles at the Agora excavations as a whole
(including those from the Middle Stoa filling) was made in 1960. I add figures from this
count as a background for that of the Middle Stoa: Rhodian, 4432; Knidian, 12002; Thas-
ian, 674; general total at the Agora in May 1960, 19267.'2 Note a reversed percentage of the

XXII, p. 102.

' The count of 1960 was made by M. Petropoulakou and A. Dimoulinis, to whom I owe much help in the
preparation of the present article as of previous ones. The handles were counted as laid out in their classified
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two large classes: Rhodian, 23%, Knidian, 62%. We are particularly concerned here with
the end date of the Middle Stoa filling, but in considering percentages should reckon with
the fact that it contained much earlier material; of the stamps, there are many Rhodian of
the 3rd century and Thasian of the 4th as well as of the 3rd. Knidian stamps with names (as
distinct from what we call Early Knidian, that have abbreviations, monograms, ligatures, or
just devices'®) do not seem to have been produced before the last quarter of the 3rd century.
Once in use, stamped Knidian gain steadily on stamped Rhodian as imports to Athens.
Already by the middle of the 2nd century, figures for the Stoa of Attalos filling show about
35 stamped handles to 70, Rhodian to Knidian, and none of the Rhodian is datable later
than the first quarter of the century. A group of stamped handles in Athens datable in the
second half of the century may be 100% Knidian: see below, Appendix 2, on Thompson’s
Hellenistic Group E. The shrinking of the Rhodian figures in Athens during the 2nd
century B.C. (which makes something of a slide rule for dating deposits) does not reflect a
decrease in production and export from Rhodes, but, according to Rostovizeff,'* “the gra-
dual emancipation of Athens from the commercial hegemony of Rhodes, an emancipation
which began earlier than 166, . ...” That there was indeed no decrease in production of
stamped amphoras in Rhodes before the late 2nd century B.c. is another story, important in
itself; see Appendix 4 for relevant figures derived from the Benaki collection in Alexandria.

EvIDENCE OF THE RHODIAN STAMPS

For the Rhodian in the Middle Stoa filling, we have an extensive correspondence with
those in another big foundation filling, that in the building in Pergamon cited above (p. 000
above with footnote 2). The Rhodian in the Pergamon deposit are 782 to our 885, and there
are a great number of individual parallels. A difference is that those in Pergamon are mostly
close together in date, while those from the Middle Stoa filling, as noted above, include
many earlier items. A difference more interesting for the lower limit of the Middle Stoa
filling is that a few Rhodian eponyms (dating officials), who are named in the Pergamon
deposit on as many as 4 to 24 handles per name, do not appear at all in the Middle Stoa
filling. These are as follows; figures in parentheses show how many handles in the Per-
gamon deposit name each individual:

"Ayéorparos 2nd (4)

storage, and figures include some 4865 items which have not been inventoried because they are inferior dupli-
cates of inventoried items and have no useful excavation context. The figures are not very up to date, but in any
case recent excavations have not added new stamped handles to our collection at the earlier rate. Last inven-
tory number of the 1960 count: SS 14402 last of the 1980 season: SS 14843 CE. Délos XXVII, p. 282.

'3 Cf. Grace 1934, p. 280, no. 233, Early Knidian stamp on a whole amphora from Thompson’s Group B;
cf. ibid., p. 202, fig. 1, no. 6, for the jar. For the date of Group B, see Appendix 2 below (date now ca. 240 B.c.).
Cf. Grace 1952, pl. XIX:1, for another Early Knidian stamp.

14 Social and Economic History of the Hellenistic World, Oxford 1941, p. 1647. It should be remarked that
the relative figures of Rhodian and Knidian handles in fillings of the first half of the 2nd century B.c., such as
that of the Stoa of Attalos mentioned above, may be somewhat misleading as indications of relative volume of
trade. If the Knidian production of 188-167 s.c. was under Rhodian control, then from the point of view of
trade at least half of the 70 Knidian in the the Stoa of Attalos filling, those dated by phrourarchoi, should

oREESIadt , also Appendix 1, 066+

€ r;r)_'SlJ'}'-L.

presumably be counted as Rhodian. On the phrourarchoi and Rhodian control, seefmbclow veithefisos- ;\PP o
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8 V. R. GRACE
"Apatoparns 1st (8)
’Aptoreidas 2nd (10)
’Aptorodapos 2nd (24)
"AploTwr 2nd (20)
"ApxtAatdas (5)
Xevo¢c?w (4)

No one of these seven eponyms occurs in the Middle Stoa filling (an ’Aptoreidas named
on a single handle, SS 12862, is readily distinguishable as a homonym of the 3rd
century B.C. by the shape and finish of the handle). On the other hand, despite the steady
decrease, discussed above, of Rhodian imports to Athens during the first half of the 2nd
century, we do have handles at the Agora (although not in the Middle Stoa filling) that are
dated by all seven of these eponyms, some from consistent post-Middle Stoa deposits: cf.

four from the Stoa of Attalos filling, SS 10492 naming ’Aparogduys 1st, and SS 10730,”

10739,(and 13370,‘{naming ’AptoTeldas 2nd.

These seven eponyms therefore suggest a period of seven years immediately after the
end date of the Middle Stoa filling but before the close of the Pergamon deposit. The sug-
gestion is strengthened by the fact that all seven names are known on handles that bear also
secondary stamps set in the common way at the attachment of the handle to the neck of the
Jar, a practice that was just beginning in the period of the Middle Stoa. Only one such stamp
appears in the filling, a small rose with no letters, in a single example, SS 12717; for a
similar stamp, better preserved, see Plate 1, 1. No part of the main stamp of SS 12717 is
preserved, but this secondary stamp is known only on handles from amphoras of the potter
Aapokparys in the terms of KaXAtkparidas 2nd, KAevkpdrys 1st, and Toppaxos; all these
persons occur in both the Pergamon and the Middle Stoa fillings. The rose secondary stamp
is an early one in this series, dated in the early 2nd century B.c. by context in Tarsus.!s Of
eponyms named in the Middle Stoa filling, only three are known to occur with secondary
stamps of the slightly later kind in which a letter replaces the earlier rose, the kind that
accompany the seven names listed above, those present in the Pergamon deposit but not in
the Middle Stoa filling. The three in the Middle Stoa filling are Nikacaydpas 1st, Oealdy-
7os, and "Afavodoros, perhaps in that order; for samples of the secondary stamps accom-
panying the first two, see Plate 1, 2b and 3b. These are then probably the latest Rhodian
eponyms in the Middle Stoa filling and were no doubt preceded by the three mentioned as
occurring with the rose secondary stamp. It seems at present a fair guess that the use of these

'3 Tarsus I, p. 145, no. 75 B; the context, “top level, Middle Hellenistic Unit”, indicates a date of late 3rd—
early 2nd century B.c., cf. ibid., pp. 30-31. Note that the restoration of the name KaXAwkparns in the main
stamp of no. 75 does not now seem correct.

On secondary stamps on Rhodian handles, usages and dates, see Délos XXVII, p. 380, index to dis-
cussions on the subject in various parts of our chapter in that volume, where references to the earlier literature
on the subject will be found. Corrigendum: the early Rhodian fabricant Zdds there mentioned, now dated ca.

mid-3rd century B.C., does use secondary stamps; a nearly whole amphora of his in Rhodes has a secondary

stamp (with a monogram) beside each of its main stamps on the tops of the handles (temporary inv. no. MZ
547, dated by the eponym ’Eniyapuos; mentioned here by permission of Mr. I. Papachristodoulou).

Note my suggestion, Tarsus I, p. 135, note 2, that the two betas on ibid., fig. 117,76 B and 77 B indicate a
pair of names perhaps from the same amphora was correctly discarded by D. B. Shelov, Pottery Stamps from
Tanais, Moscow 1975 (in Russian), p. 23; the two secondary stamps are obviously not from the same die. See

below, pp-—006-060.
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THE MIDDLE STOA DATED BY AMPHORA STAMPS 9

secondary stamps, by certain potters with large output, began in or soon after 188 B.c., at
the time of the chief Rhodian expansion on the continent; through the 2nd century these
additional control stamps continued in use by big producers such as Mi3as (see below,
Appendix 4); many stamped handles from his jars bear secondary stamps. For the end date
of the Rhodian in the Middle Stoa filling, I lay out the proposed sequence of eponyms, with

figures for the number of handles bearing these names in the two large deposits:
188-186 KaAAwparidas 2nd, KAevkparys 1st, and Zdupayos

185 Nixagaydpas 1st (Middle Stoa filling 8; Pergamon deposit 9)
184 Oeaidnros (Middle Stoa filling 6; Pergamon deposit 12)
183 "Afavodoros (Middle Stoa filling 4; Pergamon deposit 17)

182-176 The 7 present in the Pergamon deposit and not at all in the Middle Stoa Building fill

(CAyéorparos 2nd, etc., listed above).

The dates assigned are supported by a variety of other bits of evidence, including other
contexts, and the chain of name connections between potters and dating officials, derived
from the study of pairs of names from the two series, of which the most convincing are found
combined on whole amphoras or fragments preserving both stamped handles. See Plate 1,
which illustrates two whole jars, 2 and 3, from the stamped tops of the handles of which we
take two such pairs of names. 2a and 2c show the dating and endorsing stamps respectively
of 2, an amphora of Aapokparys dated in the term of Niwkaoayopas, in the month Tuivéios,
3a and 3c the stamps of 3, an amphora of ‘Immokpdrys in the term of Oeaidnros, in the
month IMavapos.'s Each of these jars has also a secondary stamp, set on the side of the upper
attachment of (in the case of these jars) the fabricant handle, actually visible in the side
views of the two jars, as well as in 2b and 3b. Attested secondary stamps used by Aayo-
kparys (those of which we have rubbings or photographs) are the little rose (Pl. 1, 1) and
slightly variant rose typesand the letters, singly, A, K, C (i.e. lunate sigma), T, Y. Most of
these are used also by 'I-:.lgroxpdrns, that is, the dies seem to have been taken over; for this
and other reasons we conclude that the products of the two potters are from the same shop.
The shop will have changed hands between the making of the two jars shown: 2 names the
latest of many dating officials known with Aauoxpdryns, and 3 the earliest of still more
known with “Imwokparys, whose career can be followed to probably the middle of the 2nd
century. The secondary stamp 3b with its distinctive beta is so far on record only from jars
of “Immokparys, not those of Aapoxpdrns. This may be an accident of preservation for the
moment; someone may find a handle with the rose stamp of Aapoxparns on top and this
characteristic beta stamped on its side. Otherwise the handle in Tarsus!” that combines this
secondary stamp with a rose main stamp naming Nikacayopas suggests that the change in
management took place during the term of this eponym; which is, I suppose, more likely

than not. At present this particular beta is known only with the eponyms Nikagaydpas 1st
and Ocatdnros and with the fabricant ‘Izmoxpdrs.

Contemporary with the activities of ‘Izwokpdrys were those of the Rhodian ’Apta-) -

-tokAfjs who made and marked Knidian amphoras as well as producing a great number of
Rhodian ones with rose stamps like those of ‘ Imwoxpdrys; for some of his Knidian stamps,
'® For documentation, readings, etc., of the illustrated items, see Catalogue below.

'" Tarsus 1, fig. 117, 76 A, 76 B. Note a second (unpublished) example of the combination: duplicates of
both stamps were found on a handle in the Musée Gréco-Romain in Alexandria (A VG 1485).

h.0q
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10 V. R. GRACE

see Plate 3, 19-21. The two men seem both to have succeeded to the shop of Aauoxparys;
perhaps they were brothers; in any case this ’AptoTokA7js seems to have been the son of the
Aapokparns who made the amphora on Plate 1, 2. The two contemporaries, "AptookAfs
and ‘Immoxparys, used over the years a great number of secondary stamps, at least 25
different ones each, some of which appear to be common to both (but a study of dies has not
yet been made). Oddly, although for both brothers(?) there are many known or reasonably
guessed pairs with dating officials, all datable between about 183 B.c. and the middle of the
century, we have up to the present no indication that both *AptorokAsjs and “Immoxparys
ever dated jars in the same year.'® During the period of production of these two, no other
fabricants are known to have used secondary stamps; but about the middle of the century,
their amphoras seem to have been replaced by those of Ttwud€evos;-again bearing circular
rose stamps plus secondary stamps. It is interesting to note that secondary stamps were used
also on Knidian amphoras by fabricants named "AptorokAyfs and Tiud€evos who used rec-
tangular main stamps; their dates correspond with those of the Rhodians of the same names.
After the mid-century, other Rhodian fabricants used secondary stamps, including some
whose main stamps are rectangular: cf. M{das (see Appendix 4).

Through a lapse in processing, the eponym ’Afavodoros had not been listed in our
archives as occurring with secondary stamps, but in fact there are a few handles that name
him in circular rose types and bear also secondary stamps with the letters tau and upsilon
(singly) like those used by both Aapokparns and “Imwokpdrys (i.e. apparently from the
same dies). ’ABavodoros had in any case been listed in my tentative sequence only a few
years too early, because name connections place him closely. Potters known to have dated
jars by his name are ’AyafoxAjs 2nd, ’Apvvras with wreath, "Avripaxos with caduceus,
"AploTwy with caduceus, Zapawiwy with asterisks, and ®kalveos; this is to name only the
“real” pairs, i.e. whole jars or tops of jars with both stamped handles preserved. The epo-
nyms named by these potters on other jars of theirs in each case overlap the period ca.
188-176 B.c. and in some cases are only of this period. It now seems likely that ’Afavddoros
is the latest Rhodian eponym whose name is present in the Middle Stoa building fll.!°

'* On the dynasty Aapoxpdrys, "AptorokAis, Aapoxpdrns § "Aptorokeds, etc., of. Délos XXVII, p- 280,
also pp. 327-328 under E 66, and elsewhere (see index, pp. 375, 376). On ‘Imwoxpdrys, see now V. Grace
apud J. Bouzek, Anatolian Collection of Charles University [Kyme 1], Prague 1974, pp. 94-95, under A 3.

Note that this ’AptsrorAdjs (contemporary of ‘ Iwmokpdrys) is not the earliest to endorse Rhodian circu-
lar stamps with rose, but there was at least one earlier Rhodian fabricant of this name, who worked probably
in the third quarter of the 3rd century .c. For a published stamp of his, see M.-T. Lenger, BCH 81, 1957, pp-
164 165, no. 88, fig. 2 (from Argos). Presumably the ’AptoroxAdfis named in Mlle. Lenger’s stamp was the
father of the fabricant of 2.

' Rose stamps naming the eponym "A@avédoros and accompanied by secondary stamps:

[) with month AdAwos, secondary stamp tau like those on handles of Aapoxpdrys and  Inmoxpdras:
handle in the Benaki collection in Alexandria, classified under RE 16 (the eponym’s number); rubbings
brought to the Agora in January 1967 by B. Turzynski.

2) with month @eopoddpios, secondary stamp upsilon like those used by Aapoxparys and ‘Iwwokpd-
7s: Eton College Collection, no. 138 of the stamped handles. My records of the collection I owe to the
kindness of the late George Tait and of several of his students of the ’60s, including particularly Nicholas
Harington. '
~3) with same month and probably same die as in (2), a secondary stamp is indicated in a drawing but not
identified or mentioned: F. Benoit, “Nouvelles épaves de Provence,” Gallia 16, 1958, reading on p. 33, draw-

'
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So much for the usefulness of eponym-fabricant name connections in building the
chronology of amphora stamps, for an indication of where we find the most convincing
pairs, and for the corroborative evidence supplied by secondary stamps. Whole amphoras,
however, and even large fragments help, of course, in another way to supplement and con-
solidate the dating evidence, and that is by the evolution of the shapes and dimensions of the
Jars, the most obvious tendency of Rhodian ones, from the late 3rd to perhaps the late 2nd
century B.C., being to grow slowly taller and slimmer, the neck and handles taller in propor-
tion to the jar as a whole. 2 and 3 in Plate 1, closely contemporary, fit into the Rhodian
series in Amphoras, fig. 62 after the first jar in that picture; they postdate it by about 20
years, according to the eponyms named. They are even closer, especially 3, to another pub-
lished amphora, one of "AptoroxAds in the term of *ApxtAafdas, an eponym present in the
Pergamon deposit but not in the Middle Stoa filling, hence datable very soon after Oeal-
dn7os of 3.2° The stages of the change in shape, placed according to the tentative sequence of
names, form a control, and thus the chronology is adjusted. Contrast in shape and dimen-
sions of the amphoras makes it easy to distinguish between eponyms of the same name who
may be two generations apart, when whole jars are preserved that name them; for instance
between the Nixagayopas of ca. 185 B.c. who dates 2 (P1. 1), and the later one named on an
amphora of Ed¢pavwp, perhaps there, the Nikacaydpas whose term as priest of Halios is
dated epigraphically shortly after 123 B.c. The later jar (unpublished) has considerably
longer neck, handles, and body, and the handles bow out noticeably, another relatively late
feature; its capacity is about 25% greater than that of 2.2!

Historical considerations have bearing, and it may be noted that in the original publica-
tion the proposed date for the Pergamon deposit was late 3rd to early 2nd century B.c., as a
time of friendly relations between Pergamon and Rhodes.?2 Sometimes, as with Nixa-

ing in fig. 41, p. 32 (from Anse Saint-Roch, Antibes).

4) with unrestored month, secondary stamp upsilon: D. B. Shelov, “Pottery Stamps from the Excavations
at Phanagoria,” Materials and Studies of Archeology in the USSR, no. 57, [1957] (in Russian), p- 138, table,
eponym entry 37. The stamps are not illustrated so the dies are not known. I have restored the name of the
eponym: ['A@av]odérov. There is no other possibility.

The data for *Afavddoros are given here in detail because this name was omitted from among the latest
eponyms in the Middle Stoa building fill in information given to S. . Rotroff: see Agora XXII, p. 102. It is
perhaps also of interest to show for one name the kind of evidence available as documentation for statements on
others.

* Grace 1949, pl. 19 and p. 186, no. 5; stamps, pl. 20 and p. 187, nos. 4, 5; regrettably, the secondary stamp
beta is not illustrated. :

' On two eponyms Nikaoaydpas and references to the two Jars, see Délos XXVII, p. 306 under E 15
(upper paragraph). Capacity of the later jar and comparative figures, cf. “The Commercial Amphoras from
the Antikythera Shipwreck,” TAPS 55, 1963, p. 7, note 8; the jar is in the Nicosia Museum, Cyprus, inv. no.
CMC 198. The “bowing out” of the handles results from drawing them in below to accommodate to a slimmer
body; cf. op. cit., p. 6. For the epigraphical date of an eponym Nwaoaydpas, see C. Blinkenberg, Lindos,
Foulles de I’Acropole 1902— 1974, 11, Inscriptions 1, Berlin and Copenhagen 1941, p- 536, no. 246 (Nwa-
gaydpas ‘IwmokAeds); 123 s.c. is the date attributed to him as priest of Athana Lindia, cf. ibid., p. 125, and
the priesthood of Halios, which apparently he also held, would probably have’fallen shortly afterward: on
something resembling a cursus honorum in Rhodes, see L. Morricone, “I sacerdoti di Halios,” ASAtene 27-29,
1949-1951, p. 375. In Rhodes, official documents were dated by the name of the priest of Halios, who was
changed annually. \

*? Schuchhardt 1895, p. 432. In the excellent dissertation of F. Bleckmann, De inscriptionibus quae legun-
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caydpas 2nd just mentioned, one may suggest identifications of persons in stamps with
persons known in epigraphical or literary texts. Thus it is possible that Oeaidnros, tenta-
tively listed here as the next to latest Rhodian eponym in the Middle Stoa filling, was the
father of ’AcTupndns Oeadnrov, who was the priest of Athana Lindia in 154 B.c. and
perhaps then of Halios a year or so afterward. According to Polybios, the son was sent to
Rome on missions in 168, 164, and 153 B.c.; and the father, perhaps the @eatdnros of 3,
died in Rome in 167/6, being then over eighty years of age.?> One would like, again, to
associate with the potter dynasty Aapokpdrns—"ApiocToxAds, etc. (see p. 000 above, with
footnote 18), a Rhodian mentioned on a Thasian stone, ’AptoTokA7s 6 [ |kpdrevs, secre-
tary of the boula of Rhodes in the term of the priest of Halios Oépoavdpos. A date of
69/68 B.c. is tentatively proposed for the stone in the publication; the authors tell us, how-
ever, that the letter forms could well be of the second half of the 2nd century B.c. Such a date
would fit with that of the eponym ©épaavdpos known in stamps; we have no evidence of a
later homonym. In that case, perhaps the secretary of the Rhodian boula had actually been,
in his creative youth, the ’AptoroxAjs of the stamp types 19, 20, and 21 (PL. 3). By, say,
140 B.c., and given his family history, our man must have been a substantial citizen.2*

tur in vasculis Rhodits, Géttingen 1907, Schuchhardt’s dating is used and developed; see especially Bleck-
mann’s p. 25. Cf. Délos XXVII, p. 290.

23 For the Lindian priesthood of "Acruundns Ocatdrirov, see Blinkenberg, op. cit. (footnote 21 above), p-
121, under the year 154, with commentary below; see further ibid., pp- 488-490. (No mention in these in-
scriptions of a priesthood of Halios. It should be observed that Blinkenberg counted the existence of a name as
eponym in Rhodian amphora stamps as sufficient evidence that the person named was a priest of Halios.) On
names of Rhodian eponyms in stamps for whom identifications have been proposed with priests named in
inscriptions, cf. Délos XXVII, p. 299 with references. Of particular interest is the triple correspondence
examined :b1d., p. 313, under E 34, of three known stamp eponyms with three priests of Halios cited in SEG
I1I, 674. The stone has been discussed recently by P. M. Fraser (Rhodian Funerary Monuments, Oxford
1977, pp. 60-61), but in his documentation (pp. 150-151) the author fails to use the text on E 34 with its
clarification on the dates of the stamp eponyms, which is based on information not available to the scholars he
quotes. :

On ’Actuundns and Ocaldnros in stamps, apparently persons mentioned by Polybios, see the com-
mentary by Bleckmann, op. cit. (footnote 22 above), pp. 19-20. Cf. recently F. W. Walbank, A Historical
Commentary on Polybios, Oxford 1979, p. 303, on persons with these names; correct the priesthood of
154 B.c,, which (as just noted) was that of Athana Lindia, not that of Halios. The stamps provide an earlier
eponym "Actuundns, but his year as priest of Halios should date nearer 213 than 204 (cf. loc. cit.; they pro-
vide also a much later one, who has been identified tentatively with a priest of Athana Lindia of 46 .c., see
Délos XX VII, p. 299 with note 3).

Oecaldnros is given a year, 188 B.c., as priest of Athana Lindia by H. van Gelder (“Over Rhodische
Kruikstempels en hun Belang voor onze Kennis van den Rhodischen Handel,” Verslagen en Mededeelingen
der Koninklijke Akademie van Wetenschappen, Afdeeling Letterkunde, e Reeks, Deel I, Amsterdam 1915, p.
202). Van Gelder gives as source an inscription “not yet published” by Blinkenberg. No such inscription
appears in Blinkenberg’s comprehensive volume of 1941 cited above; and P. M. Fraser kindly informs me, in a
letter of 22.VII.81, that there is no epigraphical reference for any priesthood of @eaidnros in the records from
which he is compiling the new Lexicon of Greek Personal Names.

[t should perhaps be remarked that agreement on date as between homonyms inscribed in stone and in
stamp dies has sometimes been considerably more difficult than in the case of the names just discussed. See
below, Appendix 5, on the dates of Rhodian eponyms named AapoxAys.

.“ For the Thasian inscription, see C. Dunant and J. Pouilloux,’ Etudes thasiennes, V, Recherches sur
Uhistoire et les cultes de Thasos, 11, Paris 1958, pp- 26-35, no. 172; on the “Ecriture”, see top of p. 31. The
authors’ date depends on their i}dentiﬁcation of a Roman governor who is mentioned; they examine seven

%
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Analogous to the Rhodian potter dynasty Aapoxparns—AptorokAijs would be the earlier
Thasian one, again with aristocratic names, recently identified at Kalonero on Thasos by Y.
Garlan. In the waste of an ancient pottery works he found many amphora fragments bear-
ing stamps of one or other of two potters, ’Aptorayopns and Anualkys, the potter’s name
always combined with that of a dating official, the two series of dating officials entirely
distinct from one another. Two-name Thasian stamps date from about 390 to about
340 B.c., cf. p. 000 below, footnote 43. Garlan has matched the two potters’ names with
those of an epigraphically known Thasian family in which fathers and sons were called
successively AnuaAxns and ’AptoTayoprs, an alternation of names that can be followed in
Thasian inscriptions from about 370 B.c. for nearly a century.?®

EvIDENCE OF THE KNIDIAN STAMPS

The Knidian amphora stamps in the Middle Stoa filling are possibly even more critical
than the Rhodian for dating the filling itself as well as for establishing the earlier chrono-
logical sequence of their class, i.e. for the mutual development of chronologies. They are
largely a close group. Over half are dated in 11 eponym terms, those of Aapoyévys 1st,
Edkparns 1st, Onpoxparys 1st, KaAlwrros, Aéww, Avadvios, Myrpédwpos, NikaaiBou-
Aos, TTohwody7s, Zwkpdrns, Piiwmos Ist; the names are variously abbreviated in the
stamps. At least 9 handles in the filling are dated by each of the foregoing names; see Appen-
dix 1 below for individual figures. Three more eponyms whose names each appear on 5
handles in the filling are Oepiorwvaros, KAetropdr and ®ihioriwy (again variously ab-
breviated); these probably preceded or followed pretty closely the 11. Eponyms seen on only
one handle in the deposit may be earlier than the others, or they may be the very latest (no
time for much breakage), or some might theoretically turn out to be impurities in the de-
posit.?¢

To help place the period of the 11 (plus) eponyms, two obvious groups of Knidian

known to date before about 150 B.c. were examined: those found in Corinth and those from

the construction filling of the Stoa of Attalos in Athens: from the Corinth list, certain names
were omitted which clearly belong to the renewed (small-scale) activity there after the de-
struction of 146 B.c.?” In a fair number of the Knidian stamps from the two sources, the
eponym is entitled phrourarchos in the stamp. Many more of the names included occur with

possibilities and choose the last; the second would suit the @épaavdpos of the stamps,and perhaps a date
within 141-135 B.c., which seems to be available. On ©épaavdpos, cf. Nessana L p. 11%, under no. 7. This
eponym dates known whole jars of the fabricants "Aya8dfovAos, E¥khetros, KéAAwy, and Twdparos.

** See Garlan’s article in Trade in the Ancient Economy, P. Garnsey, K. Hopkins, and G. R. Whittaker,
Cddﬁﬁy\g. 34. Note that ’Apiotaydpys regularly has the eta ending in the earlier Thasian inscriptions and
stamip8. CE. J. Pouilloux, Etudes thasiennes, 111, Recherches sur Uhistoire et les cultes de Thasos, 1, Paris 1954,

p- 273, no. 34, lines 9 (genitive) and 45. For the name unabbreviated in one of the earlier (two-name)
cf. A.-M. and A. Bon, Etudes thasiennes, IV, Les timbres am
CI. also the comment, ibid., p. 118.

*¢ A small number of items among those listed by the excavators or by G. R. Edwards, or both, have been

i_d_,entilﬁed as impurities because they are very much too late to belong to the group. They are listed in footnote
57 below.

*” Cf. now C. K. Williams, II, Hesperia 47, 1978, pp. 21-23.

=y

stamps,
phoniques de Thasos, Paris 1957, p. 119, no. 278.
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that title in stamp types?®® other than those found in Corinth or in the Stoa of Attalos filling;
i.e. some potters, or their scribes, did not include the title in their stamps, although referring
to the same official. These phrourarchoi, or garrison commanders, should date
188-167 B.c., the period of control of certain mainland states by Rhodes; it appears that

some of them at least were neither Knidians nor Rhodians but mercenaries employed by-

Rhodes.?® In contrast with what seems to have been normal for eponymous officials named
in Knidian and Rhodian stamps, the terms of these phrourarchoi were not full years but
perhaps four-month periods. Compare practice in Priene, but we have evidence for the
usage in Knidos itself in a small group of stamps in which a phrourarchos is named in
addition to an ordinary eponym, and we find (in different stamp types) two and probably
three different phrourarchoi named with the same eponym.?® Three changes per year, if
throughout the 22 years from from 188 to 167 B.c., call for 66 terms, and I count now in our
records at least 54 different names accompanied by the title. These are the names with
annotation IV A in the list in Appendix 1 below. The stamps that give the title with the
name are often known in very few examples, perhaps in a single type; no doubt we lack
some such types by accident of preservation.>! The series may be filled out. We have, actual-
ly, some dozen eponym names which by known combinations with the names of fabricants
must be close to the beginning of the period of phrourarchoi; although not yet known to us
with the title, perhaps most of them were phrourarchoi. In the eponym list below, Appendix
1, they are marked III-1V, i.e. close to the end of III and the beginning of IV. (On the
periods identified by Roman numerals, see the introduction to this Appendix.) They are not
present in the Middle Stoa filling save for "Apré(uwr) and ®ihdumwelos, a single example
each.

For eponym names found in Corinth or in the filling of the Stoa of Attalos, most of those
not identified as phrourarchoi and not dated early by association with the Middle Stoa or
other early filling, or by name connections, or by what can be seen of the shape of the jar,
most of these are probably to be dated ca. 166-146 B.c. See again Appendix 1, names
marked IV B. If I have there assigned to that period one or two more eponyms than there
are years, any that have been dated before 146 only by presence in Corinth should be recon-
sidered and possibly moved further into the third quarter; cf. footnote 27 above. On the
other hand, those annotated as having examples in the filling of the Stoa of Attalos are
perhaps not later than 157 B.c., since of the eponyms of IV B, only 9 have been found in that
filling. Perhaps the terracing for that building was started by Attalos right after he became

** On Knidian stamp types, see Délos XXVII, p. 323. In our usage, a stamp type is a group of one or more

dies having the same content and arrangement of letters p¢ devices, i.e. the same minuscule reading.
** Cf. P. M. Fraser. The Rhodian Peraea and Islands, Oxford 1954, pp. 93-94, with note 3.

30 R, f Hiller von Gaertringen et al., Inschriften von Priene, Berlin 1906, p. xiii; cf. ibid., p- 28 under no. .

19, lines 6-8. M. B. Wallace refers me to R. Merkelbach et al., Die Inschriften von Kalchedon (Inschriften
Griechischer Stidte aus Kleinasien 20), Bonn 1980, p. 5 for various ancient mentions of officials serving for
parts of a year rather than for the whole year. for the evidence of the stamps, see Délos XX VII, p. 319.

*' M. B. Wallace suggests that particular uncommonness in some phrourarch names may be compared with
the “rare months” in Rhodian stamps, taken to be those of seasons not best suited for the production of am-
phoras. A four-month period falling mostly in the winter might see a relatively small production of Knidian
jars. On seasonal production in Rhodes, cf. Nilsson 1909, pp. 126-132, also the recent study by C. Bérker,
“Der Rhodische Kalender,” ZPE 31, 1978, pp. 193-218; and cf. comment, REG 92, 1979, p. 460. ; '
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king, in 159.

In any case, it is plain that for the series of Knidian eponyms assembled by presence in
the Middle Stoa building fill (and knitted together by the close interconnection of eponym
and fabricant names) there is no possible place in the Knidian sequence between the second
decade and the middle of the 2nd century B.c. v ;

We can be more precise. The title phrourarchos does not occur in the Middle Stoa
filling. With the Knidian as with the Rhodian, however, an overlap after 188 is clear. The
eponym names in the filling include 9 which do sometimes occur with the title: ’AmoAAw-
vios, "Apx€oTparos, "AdkAnmiadns, Oedpavros, Ntxao’fpaxog, di\mmos, Dihokpdrys,
D\dPppwr, Diraros. (These names also are sometimes rather radically abbreviated.) In
addition, we have two of the eponyms sometimes named in stamps in combination with
various phrourarchoi, mentioned above, and considered to date early in the period of Rhod-
ian control; those in our fill are IToAdyappos and Zwkparys (cf. 13, 16). The first of these is
present in a single example (SS 757); but note that Zwkparys is one of the 11 Knidian
eponyms listed above as the commonest in the filling. ’AmoAA@vios and Pihokparys are
two of the phrourarchoi known to have officiated during his term; canceling these from the
above list of 9, we have 7 thirds of a year left in addition to the two full years (the two epo-
nyms named with phrourarchoi). Probably again, as with the Rhodian, we come down
about five years after 188 B.c.

We should compare Knidian finds in the Pergamon deposit with those from the Middle
Stoa filling, as we have done for the Rhodian. The import to Pergamon from Knidos was,
however, very much less than that to Athens. Such evidence as there is corresponds with
what the Rhodian tell us. Most of the Knidian in the Pergamon deposit are contemporary
with those in the Middle Stoa filling, but a single example (Schuchhardt 1895, no. 1291,
reading corrected) names a phrourarch KAnvémoAs not present in the Middle Stoa filling;
while a second handle (ibid., no. 1290, reading again corrected) apparently names
Oevyevys, another of the eponyms known with phrourarchoi in the same stamp, like
Zwkparys or [loAvyappos but not present in the Middle Stoa filling.>? So the Knidian in
the Pergamon deposit, like the Rhodian, go down a little later than those in the Middle Stoa
fll.

For the Knidian chronology, whole amphoras, or at least joined pairs of handles, are
less of a requirement than for the Rhodian, since, as remarked, the names from the two
series (dating names and endorsing names) are usually combined within the stamps. In
some cases, however, we do have two complementary stamps on the two handles of an
amphora (Pl. 2, 4, and representations of its stamps, 7 and 8). And certainly what we can
observe about the changing shapes of the jars, as with the Rhodian, supplements and consol-
idates the sequence. Again, only fragments come from the deposit we are studying, but they

>2 Both corrections were made recently with the help of Dr. Borker (cited in footnote 31, now a professor at
Erlangen), who is preparing a new study of the stamped handles in Berlin from the Pergamon deposit. He

provided us with rubbings of the Knidian, for the identification of which our archives in Athens provide easy

and reliable reference material, not available to Schuchhardt. The eponym’s name in KT 2107 the type of
Pergamon no. 1290, is abbreviated to O¢( and the restoration is not quite certain.

[ note once more a Knidian stamp published with the group of the Pergamon deposit apparently by error:
of. Délos XXVII, p. 291, note 2. i
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are filled out in this article by more or less whole jars similarly dated; the reader should fill
out a little further by restoring in his mind on every jar the characteristic ringed toe which is
largely broken away or concealed by marine deposit in those shown in Platt:s/}’,andj(.” The
first and earliest of the jars in Plate 2 (4) is dated in the term of ’Apxtwwidas; a duplicate of
its dating stamp is 7, and a variation of the die of its endorsing stamp impressed 8. The
amphora 4 was found in Rhodes in a Hellenistic filling above and among some tombs of the
4th and 3rd centuries B.c., with four Rhodian amphoras of which I should date three in the
next to last decade of the 3rd century B.c. and one in the third quarter.>* Beside the jar from
Rhodes, 5 should be slightly later; it is from the earlier of the two wrecks at Grand Congloué
near Marseille, from which the Rhodian material dates by present estimate in the last dec-
ade of the century.’® It is difficult to see a development from 4 to 5. In contrast, change is
noticeable between 4 and 6, in increased height and decreased diameter, in the narrowing of
neck and mouth, in the handles of 6 that rise and arch a little from the upper attachment,
instead of dropping like those of 4. This drop identifies early Knidian handles even without
the jar as a whole; it is noticeable in the handle fragments 7 and 8 (see Catalogue below).
The dating name of 4, ’Apxwmidas, occurs once in the Middle Stoa filling; that of 6, [ToA¢-
oyxms, 48 times (indicating 24 amphoras, since the same stamp was impressed on both
handles). IToAtwovy s is in fact the commonest Knidian eponym of the filling, and perhaps
therefore one of the later ones, but not datable as late as 188, as he is not known as a phrour-
archos, nor as an eponym contemporary with phrourarchoi. On Plate 3, 13 names an epo-
nym Zwkparys, apparently (chiefly according to name connections) the same one in whose
term phrourarchoi sometimes accompany the eponym in the stamps, hence dating in or soon
after 188 B.c. according to the hypothesis of this article. The amphora 13, so far as visible
behind the marine deposit (favored by collectors) is not very different from 6. Actually no
phrourarchoi are named on it, but (as with 6) the same stamp was impressed on both hand-
les, duplicates of that shown here as 16. Perhaps general compliance was not exacted at the
start of the new system of dimensions and markings of the containers; or possibly the system
was altered during the term of Zwkparys. &

A noticeable change does show itself between 6 and 14 (P1. 3). The ®iAtwrmos named as
eponym in the stamp of 14 (see a duplicate in 17, Pl. 3) I take to be the one who dates nu-
merous handles from the Middle Stoa filling; he is one of the 11 common eponyms; I take
him to be the phrourarchos of this name and one of the earliest known with the title.?¢ The
evidence is chiefly the other associates of 'prrayo'pag, the fabricant of 14 (see again 17):

>> For more complete shapes, see Grace 1934, p. 202, fig. 1, nos. 6-8 and Amphoras, fig. 64.

** The three Rhodian of the next to last decade are A 230 (M 620) dated in the term of Zevgorparos, and
A 232 and 233 (MX 622, 623) dated in the term of "Acrvurdns 1st. The slightly earlier Rhodian is A 231
(MX 621), dated in the term of Zevdperos? All the eponyms occur in the Middle Stoa filling. The five jars,
including A 236 iéﬁwcre found during the excavations (1961-1964) by G. Konstantinopoulos in the Pavlides
lot in Rhodes (on indos Street). I am obliged to Mr. Konstantinopoulos for permission to publish 4 and to
mention the others; also to Olga Kakavoyannis for the information given above; also to P. M. W. Matheson for
calling my attention to these stamped amphoras during our work period in Rhodes in May, 1980; and finally
to L. Papachristodoulou, Ephor of the Dodecanese, for much facilitation of our work in Rhod

*> On two wrecks at Grand Congloué and their dates, see Appendix 3 below.

% See Délos XXVII, p. 326, under E 62, end of comment.

es in recent years.
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the dating names in his stamp types are all either of known phrourarchoi or of persons
known in any case to date near the beginning of the period 188-167. There is no other
’Aptoraydpas in Knidian stamps. This amphora 14 should identify for us the shape of the
latest Knidian container of which there are stamped handles in the Middle Stoa filling,
those datable during a few years after 188 B.c. at the beginning of the period of Rhodian
control of the mainland including Knidos; this is the time of the Rhodian amphoras 2 and 3.
The distinction in appearance of 14 as compared for instance with 6 (noticeable lengthening
of the upper parts and narrowing of the body) is enhanced when the actual jar is seen, by its
pink color, the result of a cream slip applied over the red Knidian clay of 14, perhaps in
intended imitation of Rhodian amphoras. Another Knidian amphora of close to the same
date has been published.?’

In 15 (Pl. 3) we see what was produced for a while after control was withdrawn: the jar
is dated by its stamp (see 18, a duplicate; PI. 3) in the period 166-146 B.c., or perhaps
166-157.%® Neck and handles have stopped pushing up to greater height; the body, while
lengthening and narrowing a bit, is more slack; detail is less careful. Later Knidian am-
phoras show again a tendency toward longer neck and handles and better potting: see Am-
phoras, fig. 64, the central jar, third quarter of the 2nd century. In that picture, directly to
the left of this tall jar, is our 14 of ’AptoTaydpas, bright with its cream slip; next and furth-
est left in the same is the Early Knidian amphora from the latest part of Thompson’s Group
B, which he now dates at about 240 B.c.,*® perhaps twenty or twenty-five years earlier than
4 of the present paper. This jar from Group B allows a guess at the reconstruction of some of
the “Early Knidian” of which 39 are listed as in the Middle Stoa filling; but some of these
without full names are probably (by the shape of their handles) no earlier than some of the
Knidian whose stamps do have names.

"ApioTayopas is a new name in Knidian stamps at the beginning of the period of Rhod-
ian control, but it is not known at all in Rhodian stamps. More direct and personal interven-
tion from Rhodes strikes us in the Knidian types of ’AptorokA7s the Rhodian, illustrated on
Plate 3, 19-21. The stamp 21 is very close to the Rhodian rose types of the same potter, for
instance in the term of "ApxtAafdas; see references in footnote 20 above. Three duplicates of
19 occur in the Middle Stoa building fill, see Catalogue below; as this type also is known on
handles with secondary stamps,*® no doubt the three are among the latest in the filling, after

>7 Grace 1934, p. 202, fig. 1, and text p. 303, no. 7. (Found in fragments in 1911: see "Apx E¢, 1913, pp.
215-216.) A third amphora (Agora SS 7210) of the same period is interestingly, if not fully, visible as its
capacity is being taken by H. A. Thompson and E. Vanderpool in 1939: see Grace 1949, pl. 19:1-3, and see
text p. 185. The single preserved stamp (one handle is missing) bears the name ®{Araros, no doubt the epo-

nym of that name, an car{; phrourarch whose name appears in the Middle Stoa filling; the stamp is an exam-
ple of KT 1254. SS 7210 1s from the construction filling of Agora well L 18:1¥

*® The eponym "AptoTorAis, who dates 15, occurs in the filling of the Stoa of Attalos (SS 11362, example of
KT 214), to which the end date is possibly 157 B.c., see above, pp. 000=066— 9

» See Grace 1974, p. 198, note 19; and cf. Appendix 2 below, under Group B. \

*® Secondary stamp with single letter theta on the side of the handle at the upper attachment on Agora SS
11952; perhaps the same (incompletely preserved) on a handle from excavations by the late John Threpsiades,
which we were allowed to photograph in July 1959; the main stamp on both handles is an example of KT 236"

a.;s on 19. S8 11952 is exhibited in Shop D of the Agora Museum in the Stoa of Attalos, on the south side of the
glass case.
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18 V. R. GRACE

188 B.c. One would like to see whole jars with the Knidian endorsements of ’AptorokAis;
one would like to know what, if any, dating stamps accompanied these circular types with
bull’s head, lion, and rose; no candidates have been identified. 19 and 20 (Pl. 3) are arche-
types in clay, with symbols adapted from coin types of Knidos, of a long series of Knidian
stamp types with bull’s head, or head or forepart of lion, as device; especially numerous are
the bull’s head stamps of Aapoxparns 6 *AptorokAets, who was no doubt the son of the
Rhodian who used 19, 20, and 21.*' ’ApiorokA7s himself was probably the same man
whose Knidian amphoras were sometimes made of actual Rhodian clay and perhaps the one
who became secretary of the Rhodian bou/a in the third quarter of the 2nd century.*2
It may be observed that the ethnic kvidov is not present in the first four Knidian stamps

shown in Plates 2 and 3 but only in the last two, both of which are datable after 188 s.c.
Most of the Knidian stamps in the Middle Stoa filling are without ethnic, and its use per-
haps did not begin much before the second decade of the 2nd century.

cap” EVIDENCE OF THE LESS NUMEROUS CLASSES (Thasian, Koan, Roman, etc., and especially of

i _lthe Sinopean class) B

We may have a brief look at some of the other classes of amphoras as represented by
stamped fragments in the Middle Stoa filling, against the background of the Rhodian and
Knidian which make up 84% of the lot. The Thasian, as already remarked, include stamps
of the earlier 3rd and of the 4th century B.c. (some items as early as the first quarter of the
4th). As with the Rhodian and the Knidian, the most interesting of the Thasian for chrono-
logy may be the latest, if it turns out that, contrary to some recent opinion,*> Thasian am-
phoras continued to be stamped after 200 B.c. All Thasian that have been found at the
Athenian Agora are to be included in the new edition of the corpus of Thasian stamps.** For
the Koan class particularly, the context of the Middle Stoa is of value for the chronology, for
which there is relatively little other evidence; the large group of this class in the filling forms
an important part of the Koan corpus of which plates and catalogue text are nearly com-

*! On Knidian lion types, see summary, Délos XXVII, p. 335, under E 103. On the son of "AptoTokATs, cf.
footnote 18 above.

*2 For spectroscopic tests of handles from jars of probably the same "AptoToxAs, see Délos XXVII, pp-
319-320 with note 1, p. 320. For the secretary of the boula, see p/DBO'above with-footnotedd. | als

*Y. G. Vinogradov, “Pottery Stamps of the Island of ThaSos,” Numismatics and Epigraphy X (The
Institute of Archeology of the Academy of Sciences of the USSR), Moscow 1972 (in Russian), pp- 39, 44, and
59 (table, see bottom). The evidence cited (which is not new) shows that Thasian amphoras were stamped as
late as ca. 200 B.c. (stamps from the Pergamon deposit and from Villanova in Rhodes) but not that the practice
stopped then. Now that finds at Koukos in Thasos have shown that the names in one-name Thasian stamps
are very probably those of annual officials (and not of potters), we should attempt a count, starting from about
340 s.c, and making allowance for repeated names. On the Koukos finds, see Garlan 1979. My own most
recent summary on Thasian stamps (Délos XXVII, pp. 354-357) had not the benefit of the Koukos finds and
also does nor discuss the Thasian stamps with names but without device (cf. Pnyx, pl. 52:1-4). There is much
new information, and I hope to publish a revised short study of the Thasian class, including the shape develop-
ment. In the meanwhile it should be said that, following further examination of Agora deposits, there does not
now seem to be good evidence to date any of the Thasian stamps with names before 400 B.c., and perhaps not

befﬂre399. —
* On the projected new corpus of Thasian stamps, see recently Garlan 1979, p. 213. The original one is the L 1D
Bon volume cited above on p. in footnote 25. P
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THE MIDDLE STOA DATED BY AMPHORA STAMPS 19

plete. The Corinthian will be published in C. G. Koehler’s forthcoming corpus of this class
(cf. Corinthian A and B Transport Amphoras, diss. Princeton University, 1978).*> For
identification of the Parmeniskos Group, see Pnyx, pp. 168-169; a new study of this group,
with much additional material, is being prepared by M. Petropoulakou. The stamps of the
Zenon Group in the Middle Stoa filling are all of the later type (late 3rd—early 2nd cen-
turies B.C.) containing usually only the two letters(ZH.*¢ The Latin stamp has been pub-
lished; it is from a container of Oriental type, perhaps Punic; we know a little more about
the shape of the container since the discovery of the same stamp impressed on the knob toe of
what was probably a jar of one of the Punic types; independent context of about 200 B.c.
exists for this fragment.*” On the rather numerous items included under “Miscellaneous
Unclassified”, I cannot generalize here, except to say that none has parallels suggesting a
date later than that of the Rhodian and Knidian of the filling. Several match, more or less
closely, stamps in the Pergamon deposit. A few are dated earlier, by the context of duplicates

from 4th-century deposits: cf. a gem impression recently published, of which one of the
duplicates comes from the Middle Stoa filling.*®

45 See in the meanwhile her report, “Evidence around the Mediterranean for Corinthian Export of Wine
and Oil,” Beneath the Waters of Time: Proceedings of the Ninth Conference on Underwater Archeology
(Texas Antiquities Committee No. 6), Austin, Texas 1978, pp- 231-239. For some of Koehler’s more recent
work in this field, see “Amphoras on Amphoras,” Hesperia 51, 1982, pp. 284-292.

*¢ On the Zenon Groups, the earlier and the later, see Hesperia 32, 1963, pp. 319, 321-322 with note 9, 331
with note 25. The article is concerned with amphora finds at Koroni in Attica, where examples of the earlier
Zenon Group were found. With revised 3rd-century dating (cf. footnote 2 above and start of Appendix 2
below) one would like to accept an identification of the Ze(non) of the earlier group with Zenon of Kaunos,
agent of Apollonios in Egypt, although apparently he had not come to Philadelphia by 265 s.c. Cf. P. M.
Fraser, Ptolemaic Alexandria 11, Oxford 1972, p. 286, end of note 283; V. Grace and J--Y. Empereur, “Un
groupe d’amphores ptolemaiques estampillées,” Bulletin du Centenaire (Supplément au BIFAO 81), Cairo
1981, p. 426. Particularly interesting examples of the earlier group have been found recently, some in an
ancient wreck investigated by George Bass. On these, see V. R. Grace, “Some Amphoras from a Hellenistic
Wreck,” forthcoming in BCH, Suppl. VIIL. The later Zenon Group may be connected with the earlier, al-
though no context fixes the plain ZH( stamps earlier than the late 3rd to early 2nd century B.c.: in addition to
the Middle Stoa context, we have an example in the Pergamon deposit (no. 1278) and one from a filling in the
Stoa of Philip in Delos (TD 6231): The Rhodian stamps from the same filling date ca. 210-190 B.c.; cf. Grace
1974, p. 198, note 21.

*7 For the Latin stamp, which reads C.S , see V. R. Grace, “The Canaanite Jar,” in The Adegean and the
Near East, Studies presented to Hetty Goldman, S. S. Weinberg, ed., Locust Valley 1956, pl. XII, no. 10, cf.
text pp. 97 and 109 (see here suggestions as to the shape of the jar). A second example of this stamp type may
also come originally from the Middle Stoa filling: see ibid., no. 11. The third example, impressed on a toe
fragmem! is NAA 890 from the excavations south of the Akropolis by the late John Meliades in 1957; he gave
me permission to use it in publication. This fragment had again a context of ca. 200 B.c. (information by
kindness of C. Kanellopoulou). See the comment by E. L. Will quoted on p. 97 of my publication cited: her
suggestion that the letters C.S may stand for civitas stipendiaria, a Spanish commune that paid a fixed impost
to Rome, seems the best possibility. After Scipio’s victory at Ilipa in Spain in 207 B.c., such communes were
required to deliver to Rome certain goods, including perhaps oil. Cf. CAH VIII, pp. 89, 306, 308, 310. Offi-

cially marked containers may have been required, the shape, that used by the Carthaginians who had preceded
the Romans in Spain.

On other classes listed above, p- 000, as present in the Middle Stoa filling, see summaries with references

in Délos XX VII, cf. index, p- 382; on Samian(?) prow stamps, see Grace 1971, pp- 82-85, with notes (note 83,

p- 84, cites Middle Stoa context); the identification as Samian is not established. An article on this class is being
prepared by Professor Borker of Erlangen.

V. R. Grace, “Exceptional Amphora Stamps,” Studies in Classical Art and Archeology, A Tribute to
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20 V. R. GRACE

Special mention is made finally of the Sinopean stamps present, for reasons that will
appear. Cf. Plate 2, 10-12. B. N. Grakov’s pioneering study of this class laid out what is
still a convincing sequence of groups and of names, many of which are made more precise in
the stamps by patronymics.*® His absolute dates, a first attempt in this field, brought him
down for his final group (VI) to the period 121-70 B.c. In later research, he modified at least
part of his chronology but did not live to publish a general revision. (He died in September,
1970.) Four out of the six Sinopean stamps in the Middle Stoa filling are of Grakov’s Group
VI, including 11 and 12 on Plate 2. The filling therefore suggests for the Sinopean series as
a whole an end date of not much later than 183 B.c., that of the Middle Stoa Rhodian and
Knidian, as laid out above. The reasonable occasion for the discontinuation of the series
from Sinope is its capture, actually in 183 B.c., by Pharnakes 1st, King of Pontos; he moved
his capital to the city and no doubt made administrative changes. That the sequence of Sino-
pean dating officials named in the stamps ended in or close to 183 B.c. has been in fact the
view of at least two Soviet scholars,’® although it has not yet been generally accepted. As in
the case of other classes in our filling, especially the Thasian, the Sinopean (few though they
are) include something earlier than the rest of their class that is present: one stamp of
Grakov’s Group IV (Pl. 2, 10). It happens that we have a possible independent indication
for the date of Group IV which seems to suit an end date for the whole series in 183 B.c. If
working back from that year we count the astynomoi (officials named in Sinopean stamps)
listed in Grakov’s volume for his Groups VI, V, and IV, the over-all dates for IV would
come out as 281-259 B.c., whereas Grakov’s original date for IV had been 180-150 s.c.
(Grakov 1929, p. 138). Discovery of a stamp of this Group in a 3rd-century context would
be an indication that the Group dated in that century rather than any later. In fact, one such
was found at Seuthopolis (in Thrace), the site of which seems to have been occupied only
from about 359 to about 229 B.c.>' The answer, however, does not come so readily, since, I

Peter Heinrich von Blanckenhagen, G. Kopcke and M. B. Moore, edd., Locust Valley 1979, pl. XXXVT: 2,
cf. catalogue text, p. 126, where under 2, SS 675'1s listed as a duplicate from the Middle Stoa filling of two
stamps from 4th-century deposits, SS 8210 and SS 14771; note that the illustrated example, SS 12440; is from
the area of the Middle Stoa.

*? Grakov 1929. Reviewed: A. Kocevalov, PhilWoch 33, 1933, pp- 630-647.

*® Most of the work on this class of stamps has been done by Soviet scholars, since the material is found in
abundance in the Black Sea area, while it is uncommon elsewhere. Sinopean amphoras are thought to have
carried oil, not wine, so it is not surprising that few of the stamped fragments have been found for instance in
Athens.

For the earlier end date, see V. I. Tsekhmistrenko, “Sinopean Pottery Stamps with the Names of Master
Potters,” Soviet Archenlogy, 1960, p. 75 (in Russian). The author cites the expansion of the Pontic kingdom
and the final taking of Sinope in lﬁ% as the reasons for the breaking off of stamping Sinopean amphoras with
the names of astynomoi, although he sets the actual end of the astynome stamps in about 175 B.c. (At the same
time, he puts the liquidation of the astynome magistracies in Sinope some years earlier than 1?3 B.C.; see his
note 106.) The Iate Professor V. F. Gaidukevich, on the basis of observations during his excavations, was
ready to accept 193 as the end date of the series, according to a letter he wrote in October 1957 to Emily Grace
Kazakevich. He'quotes the opinion of a member of the Kerch Museum staff who specialized in the stamps of
Sinope (possibly Tsekhmistrenko?) that “the latest Sinope stamps with the names of astynomes go only as far
as the moment of the seizure of Sinope by Pharnakes (183).” He found it most convincing, the more so when he
learned that another investigator (myself) had arrived at the same conclusion independently. Cf. Grace 1968,
p- 176, no. 7; also Délos XX VII, pp. 284-285.

*! See A. Balkanska, “Die Handelsbezieh}ngen von Seuthopolis,” VI conférence internationale d’études
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am reliably informed, many astynomoi have been added to the group lists since the publi-
cation of Grakov’s book, far too many to be accommodated as annual officials in years avail-
able before 183 B.c., assuming that Group I terminated in the second half of the 4th century;
and on that there seems to have been for some time general agreement.>? Perhaps the terms
of the astynomoi were not full years, as in the case of the phrourarchoi of Knidos. In any
case, apparently these persons were not the state eponymous officials.’? We had looked to I.
B. Brashinsky of Leningrad, an authority on this class of amphoras and their stamps, to
work out this problem; his sudden death in April 1982 is a great loss to this study.>* For the
present, in the light of the Middle Stoa context, I continue to feel reasonably convinced that
the Sinopean astynome stamp series ended in 183.

THE DATE OF MOLDED RELIEF BOWLS WITH LONG-PETAL DECORATION

For the contents of the Middle Stoa ﬁll'i:ng, it remains to consider a find which, although
outside the field of my competence, is naturally not outside the area of my interest. In 1953,

classiques des pays socialistes, Sofia 1963, p. 52, fig. 3, no. 1, a clearly legible Sinopean stamp that names the
astynomos ’Awrtpayos with his characteristic device, a horn, and the fabricant Nixias, both belonging to
Grakov’s Group IV; see Grakov 1929, pp. 138 and 184 for the astynomos, and pp. 140 and 207 for the fabri-
cant. Cf. the comment of I. B. Brashinsky, “Recent Foreign Research on Ceramic Inscriptions,” Soviet Arch-
eology, 1966, ii, p. 334 (in Russian), where the dates of Seuthopolis are given. These dates, 359-229 B.c., come
actually from the earliest and latest coins fround on the site, those of Philip I of Macedon (359-336 B.c.) and
those of Demetrios II (239-229 B.c.). The earliest of these coins apparently preceded the founding of Seuth-
opolis and'were lost in the Thracian village that preceded it on the site. See D. P. Dimitrov (the excavator, in
1948-1954), “Neuentdeckte epigraphische Denkmaler iiber die Religion der Thraker, . . .,” Hommages a W.
Deonna (Collection Latomus 28), Brussels 1957, pp. 181-193; cf. J. and L. Robert, REG 72, 1959, pp.
209-210; most recently, D. P. Dimitrov and M. Citikeva, The Thracian City of Seuthopolis (British Archaeo-
logical Reports, suppl. ser. 38), Oxford 1978 (cf. review, JHS 100, 1980, p. 269). P. M. W. Matheson investi-
gated for me the dates and provided many references.

>2 Grakov’s original dates for his Group I were late 4th century to 270 B.c. (Grakov 1929, p. 112), but his
revised view, quoted by Brashinsky in Olbia, Temenos and Agora, V. F. Gaidukevich, ed., Moscow-Lenin-
grad 1964 (in Russian), p. 308, note 55, gave the period 360-330. Brashinsky himself dated the same Group
360-320 in 1963; see his “Economic Relations of Sinope in the 4th to 2nd centuries B.c.,” Ancient Town
(Institute of Archeology of the Academy of Sciences of the USSR), Moscow 1963, p. 133. (See note 7 on this
same page for the author’s comment on the early end date proposed by Tsekhmistrenko, for which he saw
difficulties.) At the Athenian Agora, stamps of Groups Ib and I have both been found in deposits of the third
quarter of the 4th century, dating the change fro\;n I'to IT in that quarter century: SS 14823 of Ib from deposit
R 13:11 and SS 11354 of II from deposit J 11:1. For Group Ib, see Grakov 1929, p. 119.

Brashinsky’s date for Group I remained the same ten years later; see p. 127 of his long, useful article,
“The Progress of Greek Ceramic Epigraphy in the USSR,” Eirene 11, 1973, pp- 111-144. He also still dated
(loc. cat.) Group V1 in the second half of the 2nd century.

33 Cf. Grakov 1929, p. 49.

>4 We are much indebted to the late Dr. Brashinsky for information received in letters as well as for many
offprints. Not long before his death he contributed the names in Sinopean stamps to the Lexicon of Greek
Personal Names being prepared under the auspices of the British Academy, a large contribution partly be-
cause of the patronymics mentioned above, which are otherwise rare in stamps. On the lexicon, see below, first
paragraph of Appendix 1.

~ For a fairly recent summary on work in this particular field, with many references, cf. D. B. Shelov, op.

cit. (footnote 15 above), pp. 134-140. I am obliged to P. M. W. Matheson for a translation of these pages, as of
many others usgful to the present study. See also M. Lazarov, “Sinope et le marché {)uest«Pontique,.” Varna,
Na:;oden Muser, Isvestia 14, 1978, pp. 11-65. The author reports, and adopts, the Sinopean chronology of the
Soviet scholar B. A. Vasilenko. I owe this information and reference to Frangoise Alabe. :
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22 V. R. GRACE

while D. B. Thompson excavated the part of the filling within the foundations of the west
half of the Stoa, E. Vanderpool was responsible for the part which had been thrown in south
of the south foundation and north of the building marked “Heliaia” in Figure 1; here, as in
the area of the actual foundations, there was need of a quantity of filling in order that the
ground level to the south of the western part of the great long stoa should be even with that
toward its east end, near the top of the natural east-west slope.>® I quote here a note to me
from Vanderpool dated July 12, 1956, following the circulation of my report of June 26—
July 11 on the stamped handles:

I continue to regard the early long-petalled Megarian bowl (K 2705, P 23095) found in the
settling basin in front of the west end of the north front of the Heliaia as one of the few strictly
contemporary pieces that can be associated with the Middle Stoa. It will have been a new piece in
use as work was starting on the building. It will have been broken and discarded after the settling
basin had been disconnected from its water supply and just before it was buried under the building
fill; (note that most of the pieces of the bowl were on top of the sand in the basin, one piece was on the
strosis just outside).

Most of the Middle Stoa building fill was not strictly contemporary fill. Some layers were
archaic and earlier. The layers with masses of pottery and handles must have been drawn from some
old dump. After all, where would you go if you wanted such a lot of fill all at once.

The strictly contemporary pieces from the fill are relatively few, but if you add to the bowl the
handles you are forced to reject in order to maintain the early date, the evidence gains weight.

That the fill rose in step with the laying of the foundation courses is shown by the fact that in
some places we observed wedge shaped layers of conglomerate chips at each course. Therefore the
whole space between the Middle Stoa and the Heliaia was filled in while the foundations were being
laid.

We have here the excavator’s impression while the excavation was still quite fresh in his
mind; the detail is instructive. The implication is of an end date of not long before 150 B.c.
for the Middle Stoa filling, since the start of bowls with long-petal decoration had been so
dated.>®

In attempting various possible explanations of the contradictory data here assembled,
we cannot use the stamped handles mentioned by Vanderpool as having been rejected by
me. In my report of 1956, everything ever counted as belonging to the Middle Stoa filling
was duly listed, including some handles catalogued in 1933 whose precise finding places had
been reconsidered and condemned by G. Roger Edwards, after investigations in the field
notebooks, as impure or otherwise irrelevant (e.g. from too far north). In the end, all the
amphora handles not withdrawn from the lists by Edwards or by one of the excavators have
been seen to be consistent with an end date in the second decade of the 2nd century, with the
exception of five Knidian datable after 110 B.c.3” That this should be so is evidence of the

>> H. A. Thompson, Hesperia 23, 1954 (pp. 1-67), p. 50.

*¢ Thompson 1934, pp. 457-458. Here Thompson actually placed the start of these bowls in the “second
quarter” of the century; he thus left room for the production and discard of numerous long-petal bowls found
in his Group D, the end date of which he was then setting at the middle of the century (op. cit., p. 370).
Thompson’s date for the start of long-petal bowls was rounded by Edwards: G. R. Edwards, “Hellenistic
Pottery,” Hesperia, Suppl, X, Small Objects from the Pnyx, II, Princeton 1956 (pp- 83-112), p. 91 (“ca.
150 B.c.”); idem, Corinth VI, iii, Corinthian Hellenistic Pottery, Princeton 1975, p. 177 (“155 B.c.”).

On the stamps in Thompson’s five groups, see below, Appendix 2.

2z The‘ﬁvc stamps are as follows: SS 11826, example of KT 605, dated in the term of “Eppwv; cf. a dupli-
cate published Délos XXVII, p. 345, E 162. SS 12918 KT 2112, which names the duoviri !\cix?}s/and Edmo=
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quality of the excavating: here we have a very large and far from closed deposit, excavated
over a number of years, both before and after the Second World War, by various persons;
and of about 1500 stamped handles, apparently only five extraneous items have infiltrated,
whether by a workman’s or by a pot washer’s mistake, or whether by a disturbance in
antiquity not definitely recognized as such during the excavation. :

No stamped handles accompanied Vanderpool’s long-petal bowl, nor have I been able
to identify any from a filling over its settling basin. In Agora XXII, S. I. Rotroft has sep-
arated the settling basin as a deposit from the Middle Stoa filling as a whole.*®

There seems, however, to be a reasonable way to reconcile Vanderpool’s bowl with the
evidence of the handles and at the same time to resolve several other puzzles that have come
up recently, and that is to make a slight adjustment in Thompson’s absolute dating of the
long-petal decoration. I suggest that the style began in the first quarter of the 2nd century,
but had at first a limited vogue, because in its first more elegant form it was difficult and
fussy to engrave in the mold.>® Other current styles of bowl ornament were much more
showy for the trouble taken. The lang-petal style is certainly not common in the earlier 2nd
century, but Vanderpool’s bowl is not the only one at the Agora. A fragment was found in a
deposit under the filling of the Stoa of Attalos, a deposit in which the amphora stamps are
close in date to those in the Middle Stoa filling.®® Further, a bowl and a number of frag-
ments come from a cistern shaft with 10 stamped handles; the latest handles date just after
those of the Middle Stoa filling, probably still in the first quarter and certainly before
166 B.c.5! There are others. One of the reasons the style had been placed late, i.e. with a
start shortly before 150 B.c., was that relatively few pieces had been found in Corinth; but a
large number have now been found there, in the excavations of 1980.62 A tendency to place

L4
Aepos, on whom see e.g. Délos XXVII, p. 344, E 150. SS 12959, a Late Knidian belonging with Délos
XXVII, p. 354, ender G. S8 13056, KT 486, term of “Eppwv; a duplicate is Délos XXVII, p. 343, E 147. SS
13096, KT 1578, the duoviri Ka.pf’e&ﬁas‘ and EfBov]os; see Délos XXVII, p. 344, E 153, 156, 157. The first
and last come from Section M X, the rest from K. See above, footnote 7. v

*® The settling basin is listed as I 14:2, discussed by Rotroff, Agora XXII, p. 102. Further on P 23095,
Vanderpool’s bowl, see op. cit., pp- 36 and 85, where it is referred to by its catalogue number, 344. Rotroff is
explicit in separating the finding place from the Middle Stoa filling; she also suggests a possible date of 225~
175 for the bowl, although without ex]uding the possibility of a considerably later date.

> See Edwards, Corinth V11, (footnote 56 above), pp. 177, 178, on the exacting task of incising the earlier
long-petal designftin the m\g[d and the greatly increased production after a shortcut was devised.

% The deposit is Q 8-9, the fill over the floor of the Square Peristyle, and the bowl fragment is P 20204
(Agora XXII, no. 325). The Rhodian stamped handles in Q 8-9tun down only to the eponym Iépwv 1st,
datct} tentatively 198 B.c., but the Knidian to the eponym ®tXog( (SS 10799}Tprob5b1y the early phrourarch
PrAoppwr, hence not long after 188 B.c.; the same Knidian stamp type (KT 1105) is present in the Middle
?;%iﬁlli:;géss 12428). On the tentative attribution of Rhodian eponym terms to specific years, see Grace,

, - 199. v

=1 !7ong-petal bowl, P 14330 (not cata[ogueAin Agora XXI1), cistern shaft E 1s:nif The latest Rhodian, SS

4600, is dated in the term of "ApxtXafdas, tentative date, 177 B.c.: he is known in the Pergamon deposit but not

k.23

<

in the Middle Stoa filling; cf. a jar cited g in footnote 20 above, also Délos XX VII, pp- 5_79 (note 2),291. The A4

latest Knidian is probably SS 4598, dated in the term of the phrourarchos ’Aptoreidns.
3 On deposits Q 8-9 (cf. footnote 60 above), E 15:4 and some others, cf. Agora XXII, p. 35 with note 90.
See C. M. Edwards, “Corinth 1980: Molded Relief Bowls,” Hesperia 50, 1981, pp. 189-210. I am

grateful to Mr: Edwards for advance information on this important material, also for various facilitations of
the present article.
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the beginning of long-petal bowls rather earlier than had been supposed is evident in two
recent publications, one reporting the contents of a cistern in the Piraeus, the other, the
pottery found at Kenchreai; in both cases, accompanying amphora stamps suit the earlier
dating. See the author’s comment on bowls at Kenchreai, in her introductory text; note that
there are 14 Rhodian and Knidian stamped handles from the site that are datable in the 2nd

century, and all may predate 166 B.c. The end date of the stamps from the Piraeus cistern
may well be before 175 B.c.%3

For my part, I see now no need to separate Vanderpool’s bowl from the latest part of the
Middle Stoa filling as established by the amphora stamps. A context of the second decade of

the century no longer seems out of line for early long-petal bowls. I expect more will be
reported in the future.

SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE THAT BRINGS US TO C4. 183B.CEJOR THE DATE OF THE FILLING

In the foregoing pages we have looked chiefly at the amphora stamps in the Middle Stoa
filling and considered the dates suggested by their various classes. For the Rhodian and
Knidian there is independent evidence that brings us by separate ways for each of the two
classes to just about 183 B.c. Other classes are not as yet so closely and firmly dated; but in
no case can one find significant evidence against a date in the second decade for the latest
examples in the filling, while the proposed date for the Sinopean brings us once more to no
later than 183 B.c. This then is presumably the approximate cut-off point for the material
assembled within the foundations of the Middle Stoa and south of them, accumulating as
the foundations rose.

*3On the Piraeus cistern, see I. Metzger, “Pirdus-zisterne,” AeAr 26, 1971 [1973], pp. 41-94. Finds in-
cluded fragments of long-petal bowls (i6:d., pl. 12 and pp. 61-62), also 35 stamped handles; the latter are not
yet published but we have records of them. The names on the 5 Rhodian handles are all in the Middle Stoa
filling, the latest being that of the eponym Kz\erxpcirqg“’lst (tentatively dated in one of the years 188-186 s.c.;
see above, p. 000). Of the 10 eponyms named on 18 of the 28 Knidian handles (the other 10 handles bear
fabricant stamps without eponyms), 5 are in the Middle Stoa filling, others are known to be close to that in
date, while 1, the phrourarchos TeXeaigpwv, is the most numerous (8 handles) and probably the latest, dating
certainly before 166 and maybe still in the first quarter. The fabricants in the types without eponyms (the
eponyms were named on the other handles of the jars) are "AptoroxAis, Apakwr, and the [Madia Oevdwpida,
all associated by name connections with eponyms of the early phrourarchos period. For this "ApioroxA s, see
Délos XXVII, p. 319, on pairs with E 53 and E 34. For Theudoridas’ Men, see tbid., p. 325, E 55.

CI. Rotroff’s comment on the Piraeus cistern, Agora XXII, pp. 111-112. Corrigenda on p. 112: the first
two names in the alphabetical list should read Agestratos and Aristion. Note also that Kleukrates (1st) has
now been set slightly earlier. Note Rotroff’s final comment (bottom of p. 35) on the date of the beginning of
long-petal bowls: “somewhat ambiguous evidence.”

On the Kenchreai material, see Beverly Adamsheck (correct the first name on the title page), Kenchreai,
Eastern Port of Corinth, IV, the Pottery, Leiden 1979. Greek amphora stamps, pp. 25-41; the 2nd
Knidian and Rhodian, nos. Gr. 60-63, 65-74. The author’s introductory text, p. 2.

_ For more recent comment by Rotroff on the dates of long-petal bowls, see Hesperia 52, 1983, pp. 274-
273, with note 67; she lists instances of early experimentation. I think that before my present article, no close
dgte had been proposed for the latest stamps in the filling of the Stoa of Attalos but just an end date of about
mid-century. Emphasis has been placed on the absence of long-petal pieces from this relatively small group
(the stamped handtl’es are some 135 in contrast with 1500 from the Middle Stoa filling); but the long-petal

fragment P 20204 should be borne in mind, to be attributed to the Stoa of Attalos filling, if not to an earlier
level beneath it, cf. footnote 60 above.

-century
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AN EPIGRAPHICALLY KNOWN ROYAL GIFT TO ATHENS
DATED ABOUT 183 B.C.

hypothesized by Thompson and others, than Pharnakes 1st, son of Mithradates king of
Pontos (Pl. 4:a). “Not less significant of Athens’ commercial relations are the Honours con-
ferred by her on Antiochus IV, Ariarathes of Cappadocia, and above all Pharnaces of Pon-
tus, and the gifts received by her from them. The last of these, it is to be borne in mind,
became about this time master of the two greatest commercial ports on the southern coast of
the Euxine, Amisus and Sinope, both very important centres of the grain trade, and both
closely connected with Athens in the past.”®*

An Athenian decree in his honor in Delos (then under Athenian control) informs us of
Pharnakes’ relations with Athens. He had agreed to pay the city a sum of money by install-
ments, but because of other obligations and difficulties had been unable to keep them up.
The Athenians praise him as a benefactor and hope to get something further on account;
they send him their word that the honors paid to him will be no less than those paid to “the
other kings” and his glory will be assured like that of other benefactors of the city. Golden
crowns will be presented to him and to his wife Nysa and the fact proclaimed at various
Athenian festivals. Bronze statues of both will be set up in Delos, thus publicizing in a more
international, although still Athenian, setting the king’s benefactions to Athens. The in-
scription is now dated 160/159 B.c. (formerly 172/171).65 Durrbach, the original editor,
remarks (op. cit., pp. 102-103) that if one looks in the king’s reign for a time when he would
have had particular occasion and desire to pose as a benefactor of Athens, it would be about
183 B.c., following the conquest of Sinope. The matching dates encourage one to try relating
this inscription to the history of the Middle Stoa. A large initial payment in about 183 might
have taken care of the big terracing and foundation job, and perhaps also the Middle Stoa
itself, the superstructure: evidence from excavations at the west end apparently allows that

To those who accept this date, there can surely be no better candidate for the princely donor 6

84 Rostovizeff, op. cit. (footnote 14 above), p. 630. Homer Thompson, in a letter of March 1984, has quer-
ied Rostovtzeff’s description of Amisos and Sinope as “very important centres of the grain trade”, noting
correctly that these ports on the south coast of the Black Sea were not (and are not) backed by a grain-produc-
ing hinterland, but the great grain fields that were a major source for Athens lay to the north, in the region of
the Bosporos (Crimea). But presumably grain from the north would be the chief product carried south across
the narrowest part of the Black Sea to the fine harbor of Sinope, and then transshipped or carried further in
the same bottoms, no doubt after payment of port taxes; see D. M. Robinson, “Ancient Sinope,” A/P 27, 1906
(pp- 125-153), pp. 136-137. Even ships which were not unloading would need to call for supplies, especially
water, of which Sinope had an abundance.

®* F. Durrbach, Choix d’inscriptions de Délos, Paris 1921, pp. 97-105, no. 73, = P. Roussel and M.
Launey, Inscriptions de Délos, Paris 1937, pp. 2-4, no. 1497 bis. Durrbach dated the inscription 172/1. For
the redating of the Athenian archon named (Tychandros), see e.g. W. B. Dinsmoor, The Archons of Athens in

ke Hellenistic Age, Cambridge, Mass. 1931, p. 260 and S. Dow, Hesperia 4,1935, p. 91. [ am indebted to M.
B. Wallace and J. S. Traill for numerous references and for the information that the date 160/159 still holds. I
thank also S. Tracy and M. Walbank for helpful advice on forms of epigraphical reference. None of these is, of
course, responsible for my historical suggestions in connection with the inscription.

It should. possibly be mentioned that poorly preserved parts of this inscription have suggested to some that
Pharnakes’ gift was intended to be an annual contribution, hence perhaps the maintenance of a festival. Cf.

Durrba)ch, op. ait., p. 102. All that seems clear, however, is that it was to be paid in installments (and was in
arrears). :
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the colonnade and entablature were erected within a few years after the construction of the
foundation and podium. See below, Appendix 2, section on the deposit H 13:1 Delayed
subsequent payments could account for the piecemeal execution of the project, the way the
East Building and the South Stoa are tacked on, although one would suppose it was the
complex as a whole which had been intended from the beginning to replace South Stoa I: cf.
Figure 1 and Plate 4:b. The date of Pharnakes’ death is not precisely known but may have
fallen soon after 159. So it is likely enough that no more help came to the Athenians from
this source, despite the emphasis, in their application for support, on equal shares of honors
for Nysa; she was a Seleucid and so might have been counted on as well disposed toward
Athens. Thompson has suggested that the two later parts of the complex (of inferior work-
manship and partly of secondhand material) were finally constructed by the city of Athens
out of its own resources.®® It would have become necessary to complete somehow the re-
placement of South Stoa I, to put it into working order.

THE FUNCTION OF THE MIDDLE STOA

What then was the principal function of South Stoa I and of its replacement? Given
that Pharnakes had in 183 acquired two great centers of the grain trade, it seems likely that
what he would replace by a great new building, and its annexes, would be the Alphitopolis,
where grain was sold. There seems to be a fair probability that the Alphitopolis was the
same building as the one referred to as “the long stoa”, and certainly both South Stoa I and
the Middle Stoa would, each in its time, qualify for this epithet, there being no others in
Athens nearly so long. For South Stoa I, a tentative identification with the Alphitopolis has
already been proposed by both Vanderpool and Thompson,*” following the discovery, in
one of the rooms, of an inscription which had been set up by the Metronomoi, and which
records, inter alia, the handing over of bronze measures for grain. Thompson would accom-
modate grain storage in the upper storey he proposed for the Stoa, which would face south
“on a much-used thoroughfare and (would be) readily accessible from the Piraeus Gate.”
Even without the upper storey, which remains a little conjectural, access to the Stoa floor
from the higher level of the road behind was available by stairs at either end and grain could
presumably be lowered in sacks or poured through chutes directly into the building from
behind; very little of its back wall is known. Of course, not all the rooms need have been used
as bins; some seem to have housed committee meetings. This building is, then, as directly
accessible from the port (via the Piraeus Gate) as any of its date in the city center. The
rooms, closed by wooden doors, give the necessary protection for grain from thieves, vermin,
and weather. If there was an upper storey, it would provide the loft storage that, when
available, has always been preferred for granaries, which ought to be dry and, if possible,
ventilated below. A sort of confirmation that South Stoa I may indeed be the Alphitopolis is

*¢ Agora X1V, p. 68. Thompson further suggested (loc. cit., top of page) that the west end of the Middle
Stoa itself may have been finished later than the rest of the building, even “soon after the middle of the (2nd)
century.” We have not, however, succeeded in finding any group of stamped handles from the attested con-
struction fill (from within the foundations) that supports this suggestion, i.e. that is later than the fill as a
whole. Naturally most of the handles come from toward the west end, where was the greatest depth to be filled.

87 Hesperia 37, 1968, pp. 75-76 (Vanderpool); ibid., p. 36, and cf. Agora X1V, p. 76, note 216 (Thompson).
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provided by the shape and arrangement of the rooms, with doors set off center, a plan which’

has long been recognized as adapting them for use as dining rooms. This building, con-
structed in the last quarter of the 5th century B.c., could thus (almost too reasonably for a
joke) be the Alphitopolis assigned for dining by Praxagora in 391 B.c. (Aristophanes, Ec-
clesiazusae, 684-686).58 _ )

Stoas are multiple-purpose buildings and are known to have been used for the storage of
grain as well as, for instance, sometimes for accommodating a lawcourt.®> One might expect
Pharnakes, the great grain merchant, to prefer to put his money into something with a
narrower purpose. Of buildings made in the Greek world expressly for the storage of grain
on a large scale (for a military installation, for a city) apparently rather few have been
identified that predate the common and well-known granaries of the Romans, the so-called
horrea.”® A feature of these latter has served to link with them and with each other some
buildings remarkably separated in time and space, the so-called “Arsenals” at Pergamon, of
the 3rd century B.c., and the storage buildings at Mohenjo-Daro and Haruppa in the Indus
Valley, of about 2000 B.c. Like the Roman horrea; these buildings at Pergamon and in the
Indus Valley have raised floors under which a free-flowing current of air was created by
ventilation. The gap in space between India and western Anatolia (and points further west)
we may see as bridged by the return of Alexander’s men, the engineers and architects who
had laid out the new cities along his route, no doubt using, and so the better learning, any
local devices that were obviously good. We have been shown how the use of the true arch
may have reached the Greeks by this means, as well as a style in hats.”* For the gap in time
between 2000 B.c. and the Hellenistic period, I cannot name an eastern granarysfhat Alex-
ander must have seen, to match the ancient vaults of Babylon still visible in his day.”? I must
suppose that in the Indus Valley, granaries continued to be built in basically the same way
over the centuries; this appears to have been the case in Egypt,’”> and Wheeler observed that
the grinding of grain was still being done in Kashmir in his own time in the same rather
particular way evidenced by the frames of mortars he found remaining beside the ancient
granaries of Haruppa; see p. 000 below with footnote 87.

%8 On South Stoa I, Agora X1V, pp. 74-78.

7 Coulton 1976, pp. 9-11. Cf. Agora XIV, p. 93, on the varied uses of the Stoa Poikile.

7°On Roman granaries, see in general Rickman 1971. On the predecessors at Pergamon and in the Indus
Valley, see Rickman’s summary and references, his pp. 252-255.

"t See T. D. Boyd, “The Arch and Vault in Greek Architecture,” AJ/A 82, 1978, pp. 83-100. P. W. Leh-
mann, 4/A 84, 1980 {pp-000=868), pp. 528-529, develops Boyd’s suggestion by the reminder that architects
for the planned new cities along his (}ay had accompanied Alexander’s journey east. (For a continuation of the
discussion, with particular reference to the Royal Tomb at Vergina, see P. W. Lehmann, 4/A4 86, 1982, pp.
437-442, and articles cited there.) On the hat, see B. M. Kingsley, “The Cap that Survived Alexander,” 4/4
85, 1981, pp. 39-46; and cf. D. B. Thompson, Troy: the Terracotta Figurines of the Hellenistic Period, Sup-
plementary Monograph III, Princeton 1963, pp. 53535, for a nice summary on this hat.

In objection to Boyd’s suggestion, it has been pointed out that other Greeks preceded Alexander in the
east, for instance the Ten Thousand (W. M. Calder III, A/A4 85, 1981, p- 334). But this was not an outfit
prepared to build cities. They did pass the ruins of Nineveh, and Xenophon describes for us its remarkable
walls; but mostly the way lay through primitive villages. Engineering was rather common sense, such as going
upstream in order to get across an impassable river. /

"2 Boyd, op. cit., p. 89, note 22.

"* Rickman 1971, p. 298.
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28 V. R. GRACE

What are in general the features of a municipal granary, present to a greater or lesser
extent in recognized Hellenistic buildings of this kind, in Pergamon (the “Arsenals”, first
half of 3rd century B.c.), Miletos (the Magazine, 2nd century B.c.), Morgantina (the Gran-
ary, early 3rd century B.c.),”* and greatly developed (and the outer shape altered) by the
Romans? One looks for a long, narrow building that is mostly enclosed, for security as well
as against weather and vermin, yet with sufficient light, as far as possible dry and cool, and
with a raised floor ventilated beneath. If the grain is stored loose, the lateral thrust is such
that the walls must be very strong; if of stone, they are often buttressed, cf. the Morgantina
building. A municipal granary should be not far from the city center, since the State is
vitally concerned with the place of storage of grain. It should be so far as possible free from
adjacent buildings, to lessen the danger of fire.”® Finally such a granary should be well
placed for access, the entrance open on a quiet and protected square, where handling would
cause the least inconvenience; and it should be connected as directly as possible with sea
transport.

These specifications come largely, and in part word for word, from Rickman’s volume
of 1971. Let us see how they fit the Middle Stoa, cf. again Figure 1 and Plate 4:b. Long and
narrow, it had an outer colonnade largly closed by high parapets doweled in place between
the columns, with an open area left at the top for light and ventilation. The screening was
absent from some intercolumniations (there are drums without marks of dowels) but may
have closed the whole north side as well as the east and west ends and perhaps adjacent
parts of the south side. If so, our building would have considerable resemblance to the
Magazine Building at Miletos, which was two-aisled and one-storeyed like the Middle
Stoa, enclosed on most of all four sides, and probably entered in the middle of one of the long
sides (the west side).”® The Magazine Building is not peripteral but does have engaged
columns decorating the most visible short side (except here, it is closely surrounded by other
buildings). It is not known how this Miletos building was lighted.”” The Middle Stoa is
better placed as a granary in that it is more free of other buildings on its high podium, and in
that it does open on a “quiet and protected square”, the area marked “South Square” in
Figure 1. Access for the grain might be from the southwest, by the branch running north

“* For pre-Roman granaries, cf. Rickman 1971, pp. 252-257; Coulton 1976, p. 11; and references given by
both. A recently excavated second granary at Morgantina has been reported: A/A 87, 1983, p- 226. For “roy-
al” Macedonian granaries in Chalkis destroyed by Antiochos III in 200 B.c., see Livy, xxx1.23.7-8. Livy,
writing in the time of Augustus, refers to the buildings as horrea. His text does not give us their shape. I owe
the reference to M. B. Wallace.

’> Regulations known to me are 4th century after Christ, see Rickman 1971, p- 191.

"¢ Coulton 1976 (p. 259) states that the entrance to the Magazine at Miletos was at the south end; cf. also
his p. 6, where the building is listed as “end-entered”. But Knackfuss, the authority he cites (Milet 1, vii),
describes it as apparently entered from the middle of the long (west) side (Knackfuss 1924, p. 176). Cf. also G.
Kleiner, Die Ruinen von Milet, Berlin 1968, p- 120. Coulton’s useful volume has other slips: e.g. on p. 221
there is a statement that the Middle Stoa in the Athenian Agora has three lower column drums in situ “at each
end”, whereas of course at the west end even the stylobate is far from being in situ. On the remains and sug-
gested restoration of the Middle Stoa, see Agora XIV, pp. 66-68, and Guide®, pp. 164-166.

"7 Knackfuss 1924, p. 176. The Magazine Building apparently had a hip roof. This would look well on the
Middle Stoa, in association with the 2nd-century(?) form of the “Heliaia” (cf. Pl. 4:b); and in fact no partofa
raking geison for the building has been found. But I learn from W. B. Dinsmoor, Jr. that the position of the
interior supports of the Middle Stoa preciudes, or practically precludes, a hip roof.

Yo¢
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from the same east—west road from the Piraeus Gate that served South Stoa I, taken to be
the earlier Alphitopolis. Or sacks might have been lowered or loose grain poured by chute
through the back of South Stoa II;’® as with South Stoa I, little is known of the back wall of
this building. Access for carts or pack animals to the receiving and distribution area is
apparently not to be expected; at any rate it is not provided in the Roman horrea at Ostia.”

Finally there is the matter of the raised floor ventilated below, the feature of the Indus
Valley granaries which reappears so remarkably in Pergamon 1700 years later and be-
comes a regular feature of the Roman granaries throughout the Empire, including Brit-
ain.®° We have no actual parts of such a floor from the Middle Stoa. It seems quite possible,
however, that there was one, of wood, over most of the area of the building. Only at the east
end do we find the floor level preserved; for the rest there is a gap (irregular) of a meter or
more between the top of the building fill as found and the stylobate level above. Here is at
any rate space for such a floor and its elevation. On the floor, whether of wood or clay, we
may perhaps restore in imagination the wooden divisions of the long room into storage
sections, such as are hypothesized, tentatively, for the Miletos Magazine. The remains of
the Middle Stoa showed marks of strong burning, an indication that there had been much
wood construction.?!

Many activities must have been involved in the operation of a large municipal granary.
They might have been accommodated, at least temporarily, in sections of the partitioned
interior of the Middle Stoa. On the other hand, one notes in the East Building, in the long
east room, certain marble bedding blocks sometimes thought to have had tables set into
them;*? and tables suggest cash exchanges, perhaps the business part of a municipal gran-
ary. Some of the other rooms in the East Building could be used to house committees that
formerly met in South Stoa I. South Stoa II made the needed enclosure, and perhaps pro-
vided shelter for the grain as it was received, with refreshment for the porters at the drink-
ing fountain at the center.®* To complete the complex, the “Heliaia” (Pl. 4:b) may have had
its roof with supporting peristyle added about when South Stoa IT was built. Business con-
nected with grain could absorb this further space. Or perhaps business connected with flour.

In this article, and often (if not consistently) in various publications, there has been an
assumption that the commodity available in an Alphitopolis was grain; note that there were
two of these facilities in our general area in the 5th century B.C., one in Athens, and an

’® On pouring in grain at the top and extracting it from the bottom, hopper-fashion, see our fuller informa-
tion from Egypt, cf. Rickman 1971, p. 298.

7 Rickman 1971, pp. 8, 86, on evidence at Ostia.

%0 Rickman 1971, p. 255. There are fine remains of the granaries on Hadrian’s Wall.

81 Guide®, p. 166; and ¢f. W. B. Dinsmoor, Jr., The Propylaia to the Athenian Akropolis, 1, The Prede-
cessors, Princeton 1980, p. 35, note 1: “The fire thataestroyed (the Middle Stoa) was so intense that the inner
face of every architectural member is terribly mutilated.” I am obliged to Mr. Dinsmoor for finding for me this
published statement. For the suggestion of wooden divisions in the Miletos Magazine, see Knackfuss 1924, p.
177. The author concludes (pp. 158-159) that the building must have been destroyed by an earthquake rather
than a fire, since its remains show relatively little in the way of burning.

19;22}{' A. Thompson, The Athenian Agora, A Guide to the Excavation and Museum, 2nd ed.. Princeton
» p- 102.

%> Agora X1V, p. 69, fig. 24.
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earlier one, built by Perikles, in Piraeus.®* The word ought actually to mean “the place
where barley meal is sold”. We tend to assume that the ancients used the term loosely to
refer to grain, even wheat, rather than anything ground. Perhaps this is partly because we
do not find reference to, or evidence of, public flour mills in the Greek world before the 1st
century B.C. but suppose the grinding was done with handmills in individual households.
Strabo, however, does mention a watermill at Kabeira in Pontos in connection with the
palace built by Mithradates the Great (132-63 B.c.), grandson of Pharnakes.®> We may
note that in the Athenian Agora a watermill of later times fell close to the east of where the
Middle Stoa had been and another to the east of the position of South Stoa I;*¢ possibly they
had predecessors. At any rate the ancient granaries at Haruppa in the Indus Valley did have
associated flour mills; circular platforms have been found close by, with empty centers in-
dicating the former presence of a wooden mortar similar to those still used in Kashmir, at
any rate in 1947, for pounding grain.?’

Granted that it was Pharnakes I who made possible the construction of the Middle
Stoa, the Long Stoa of its time, a building “marked by craftsmanship of a high order,” we do
not know that he ever saw it. It would be good to think that at least this part of the complex
was completed before his death and that his statue stood in the quadriga on the great monu-
ment base against the north terrace. If even he visited Athens in about 183 B.c., standing on
the north terrace of South Stoa I, the old and dilapidated Alphitopolis, he could at least see
the outlook to come from the terrace of his new building, over the ancient Athenian civic
center, beyond the Painted Stoa to the foothills of Parnes, where Harma marks the place of
Phyle on the horizon.

*W. Judeich, Topographie von Athen, 2nd ed., Munich 1931, pp. 364-365, with footnote 1 on p- 365, for
.-\thn:n:z and pp. 448-449 for Piraeus. Both Judeich (op. cit., p. 365) and Wycherley (The Athenian Agora,
UL, Liferary and Epigraphical Testimonia, Princeton 1957, p. 21 under no. 3) have placed the Athenian Long
Stoa somewhat outside the Agora proper because of the scholion on Birds, 997, according to which “Kolonos”,
which they take to be the Market Hill, lies behind it. But apparently Kolonos in this instance is a district. not a
hill, cf. Wycherley in The Phr)/m'x 13, 1959, p. 74, with reference to D. M. Lewis. ’

** Strabo, x11.556; cf. Rostovizeff, op. cit. (footnote 14), p. 365.

3 Guide?, p. 136. 'y

¥ Ancient India 3, 1947, p. 78, and see pl. XXXIV and XXXV A (R. E. M. Wheeler). C. G. Koehler has
called my attention to large mills at Pompeii which seem to have been powered by animals or possibly some-
times by hands. For photographs of these heavy “machines”, see for instance A. Maiuri, Pompeii, 2nd ed.
Novara 19_43, pp- 102, 114. The oven is to be seen behind a line of mills, and there was associated also a shop
for the ﬁm_shed products. In one oven were found 81 loaves on which the baker had closed the oven door. So
that here, in the Ist century after Christ. the milling was done by the bakers, rather than at the granary.
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APPENDIX 1
Dated List of Eponyms in Knidian Stamps

This list is subject to adjustments as new information or understanding permits us to correct and
sharpen it. So it remains a work sheet, but one which should be of general use since it is the only one
of its kind in print. The names with their date indications were sent in my letter of September 6,
1978, to P. M. Fraser, to be entered only in their alphabetical positions in the Lexicon of Greek
Personal Names which he is preparing. On the lexicon, see /HS 102, 1982, pp. 237-238. On its
coverage, see the second paragraph. “Artefacts”, listed as a category separate from coins, etc., must
include the many thousand amphora stamps from studies of which this and other dated lists of
eponyms and fabricants have been contributed to the lexicon, by the editor’s request. See also foot-
note 54 above.

To explain the various indications beside the names, I begin with the date equivalents expressed
by Roman numerals; read “ca.” with all figures: '

IIT  220-188 B.c.

IV A 188-167

IV B 167-146

A\ 146-108

VIA 107-98

VIB 97-88

VIC 85-78 (?)

VII later"g‘h-_aj_lst B.C.

To correspond more closely with the way these numerals have been used to sort by date the
Rhodian names (see below, Appendix 4), some of the earliest Knidian eponyms should rather be
attributed to Period II, which, for the purpose of counting Rhodian eponyms, does not end before
the last decade of the 3rd century. One of these early Knidian eponyms is certainly ’Apxm'frfﬁas‘,’ci‘.
Plate 2, 4 and 7. Not all the early ones have been sorted out yet, however, and Knidian eponyms
datable before about 188 B.c. are here all included under ITI (which might be expanded to mean “IIT
and a little earlier”). For the derivation of the Roman numeral date periods as applied to Rhodian
names, see BCH 76, 1952, p. 525; they were adapted from those by which Grakov divided chrono-
logically the astynomoi of Sinope (cf. 99‘2020,9 above and-foetnotes 49-53), and the Rhodian names
were sorted according to discovery in the Pergamon deposit, considered then to date ca.
220-180 B.c,, or in Carthage or Corinth, both destroyed in 146 B.c., or in miscellaneous other
contexts known at that time. In contrast, it has been possible with the Knidian to isolate the eponyms
belonging to two periods that are administratively distinctive in Knidos: 1) the eponyms named as
(or with) phrourarchoi (188-167 B.c., period of the occupation of Knidos by Rhodes, our Knidian
IV A); and 2) those accompanied in the stamps by pairs of officials who may be called duoviri (the
stamps often call them andres, and they are always two; this is our Knidian VI). Other traces (epi-
graphical, historical) of these pairs of commissioners have not been brought to my attention, al-
though I published a detailed listing of them as early as 1956. They are dated for us by mass pres-
ence in destruction fillings, in Athens the destruction by Sulla in 86 B.c., and in Delos that by Mith-
radates in 88 B.c. I have assumed that the containers endorsed by their stamped names were part of
the apparatus of Roman tax collecting in the province of Asia, brought to a halt by Mithradates,
again in 88 B.c. On eponyms of the duoviri period, VI A—VI B, and VI C, see Pnyx, pp. 147-150,
“-fhere the accompanying duoviri are named with each eponym but where some proposed explana-
tions are probably wrong and have been superseded; see also Délos XX V1II, pp- 320-323, for adden-
da et corrigenda, including notes on tax gatherers. The date 108 5.c. proposed for the beginning of
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the duoviri period is derived by counting back from 88 B.c.; there are about 20 eponyms named with
duoviri who must have preceded that date. We have an accidental synchronization with the Rhodian
class for the end of Period V in that many Rhodian stamped handles have been found in Samaria
which was destroyed in 108 B.c.; cf. Délos XXVII, p. 296. For distinguishing between eponyms of
IV B and V, with Knidian as with Rhodian this depends fairly largely on presence in or absence
from Carthage, Corinth, and the construction filling of the Stoa of Attalos; see discussion{!abovc (PP~
-~ 000-0660). The index of our Delos chapter (Délos XXVTI, pp. 374-378) was carefully made and
leads to information on many individual Knidian and Rhodian eponyms, fabricants, and duoviri. Its
dates in the 3rd century B.c., however, are to be revised as directed in Grace 1974, p. 200; on the
latter, see beginning of Appendix 2 following here.
IV A, then, is the period of the phrourarchoi, of whom apparently three served each year, in
o E'ﬁ“i\{ four-month terms (see p=0@ above with-feotnote=39); all unqueried eponyms marked IV A in the
following list (save those marked IV Aa E) are known in one or more stamp types with the title,
—ourievocusually Bpodpapyos, occasionally Sb{ooup&pxav or dpxwv. Knidian IV A is overlapped in time by
Rhodian III, of which the last seven years (“IIIc”) are at present dated ca. 182-175 B.c. As the
minuscule ¢ following the Roman numeral means late in the period, so a minuscule a (e.g. IV Aa)
means early. Other indications: ® identifies a phrourarch named in known stamps together with
another sort of eponym; E identifies an eponym named in known stamps together with one or more
phrourarchs; III-IV marks an eponym not in the Middle Stoa filling and not as yet known with the
title phrourarchos but named by fabricants of late III or early IV, so that he is dated by name con-
nections. Names of persons present in the Middle Stoa filling or in that of the Stoa of Attalos are
followed in the list by (MS) or (SA), with a figure added if there is more than one example. Names
listed in footnote 57 are not here marked (MS). Note that the presence of Knidian eponym names in
_the construction filling of the Stoa of Attalos may indicate for them an end date of 157 B.c. rather
{ L\'-*H" 1> than 146, cf. above, pp.-060=000-

GENERAL LIST OF KNIDIAN EPONYMS

G

"Aya83BovAos TT1-TV? ‘AmodAdwios IV Aa @ (MS 3, SA; abbr.)
"Aya8dBovios VII ’AmoAAdros VII
"Ayafordijs IV A (SA 2) "Apns VII
’AyafoxAijs V "Aplorawos VI B
'Ayéorparos IV A (SA) "ApioTapyos IV A (SA)
:A'yfas IVAa @ ‘AptoTeldns -as IV A (SA)

p Aylas VI B ‘Aptoriov IV Aa
Myvor IV A "Apteroyérys IV Aa E (SA)

3}‘/ "AbnvoxAyfs TII-IV ‘AptaTodapos VI B

"AXé€avdpos VI A ‘AptoroxAis IV B (SA)
"AporéAns IV Bor VA2 ‘Aptarokpdrns VI B
"Apdvras IV Bor VA? ‘Aptoroundys VI A
"Avafavdpidas VII "Aptorémolis VII
:Avcufmrrfaas IV B (84) ‘Aptorevidas TV A . : .
;‘\Vapoﬂé‘vqs VIB "Ap,um(hl[l—iv (SA) A'?;f' s [~ ".\ =Y
_Avtavdpos IV A (SA) "Apréuwr [II-1V (MS, SA; abbr.) : :
Avrima(rpos) VII ‘Apxéorparos [V Aa & (MS)

:r'\':m}\}\éau:\pos % "Apxrwidas [T (MS)
Amodwridas IV A "AakAnm( VII

"AmoA\wridas VI C ‘AckAnmadys IV A (MS)
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’AckAnmiodwpos IV A (SA)
AckAnmiedwpos V
Acmaoios IV A
"Axatés VII

Blwr IV A (SA)
BovAapyidas IV A
Aaidaros VI A
Aapdrpeos ITI-1V
Aapoyévns 111 (MS 15?)
Aapoyévns VIC
Aapoxpiros VI A
Aapoxpiros VI C
Aapokpiros VII
Aebipavys IV Aa E
Anqpuijrpros VII
Awago( IIT ?
Awoyévns IV B
Awdoros VII ?
Awgdwpos VII
Atoxdfs V

AcoxAds VII
Atovdaios IV A
Avoviaios V
Awovioios VI B
AwovvooxAis VIC
Alwy TV B (SA)
Alwr V
Apaxovropévns IV A
Apaxovropévys VII
Apaxov IV B
Apaxkav V

"Emyévys IV A
*Emiyovos IV B
*Emwparys IV A
'Emwparys VII
’Emwucvdns I11
’Emwicidas IV Aa @
*Emwikidas V
"Emgpavns [II-1V
"Emixappos IV B (SA)
‘Eppoxpdrrs IV A (SA 5)
‘Eppdgavros IV B
“Eppogavros VI B?
“Eppov VI B
{E¥]BovAos VI C
EdBovos VII
Edyévns IV Aa E?
Edkpargs ITI (MS 19, SA)
Efmp&r'qg IVB
Edxpariop [V A ®? |

Ed¢ppaydpas IV B
Ed¢paydpas VI B
Edgpaydpas VII
Ed¢ppavap V
Ed¢pavwp VII
Eddpo( ? VII
Efpwr IVA @
Znvodoros IV B

t

“Hpogavros V

QalBporidas V
Oe¢aldnros III-1V
Oeutoravaros 111 (MS 5)
OQevyévys IV Aa E
Ocféapos 111 (MS) y7
Oebdapos VII

Oevdoros IV A (SA 2)
Oevdwpidas IV B
Oevdwpos VII

Oevidns IV A

Oevéevos IV A (SA)
Oevmopmos VI C
Qevpavros IV Aa (MS)
Oevgprhos 111 ?

Ocvpur IV A
Onporparys I11 (MS 18)
Onpoxparys IV Ba
'lacwy III (MS)
“lepoxAijs V

“Imwapyos VI Aa
"lodwpos VII
KaA\ddpas Va
KaAAwndns VI A
KaAAemmos VII
KaAAworos ITI (MS 15, SA)
Kapreddoros V
KXeavdpidas IV A (SA 2)
KAéavdpos IV A
KAetoimmidas IV B (SA)
KAetrogpaw ITT (MS 5, SA 2)
KXevkparys ITI (MS)
KXedpBporos IV B (SA 2)
KXevwifns VII
KXedmois IV A (SA)
KXevmohis VI A

KXéwy IV Boor Va
KAgudmodis IV A (SA 3)
Kotpavos IV B

KvdoxAfjs V

Aaxparos VII

Aaxapros ITI-1V
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Aéwr TIT (MS 17) IMv8ovixos V

Avaaros 11 (MS 9) PodoxAqjs IV A

AvawAqs (?), III (MS 2) Tuxedds 111

AvowAfs IV B ZipvAivos [IVA?

MeyaxAfs [V B ZipvAivos V ?

Meévavdpos I11 ? ZrparoxAfs VI A

Mevexparns IV Aa @ Twxparys IV Aa E (MS 11)
Mevexparys V Zwoipayos IV A (SA)

Mevéaos 1112 Twoippwr VI A . \J‘f“r’  fres) TN
Mevéorparos IV A Tworpal I[II-1V = N
Mévimmos IV A? Tavptoxos IV Aa &

Mévmmos IV B (SA 2) Taywmmos IV A

Mnrpodwpos 11T (MS 15, SA) TeAexpéwr [V B (SA)

Moéoyxos IV Aa & TeXeoippwr IV A

NixaaiBovAos IIT (MS 16, S Tpaxde( IV Aa E

Nixaoipayos IV Aa (MS 4) Twpacwkpdrns V

Nixopayos V Tiypudfeos IV A

Novunuios VII Twoc8évys IV A

ZevorAns [V B Tipogpar IV A '
’OAvpmiodwpos TV Aa @ Didapmelos [I1-1V (MS, SA 2) ) :)J
[MavraAéwy 111 (MS) ®uAqras [11 2 Py wras T
Hta;};Joe VI B DiAimros IV Aa (MS 10, SA)
[ToAwovxns 111 (MS 48, Sa 2) % ‘ Di\immos V

IToAiras ITI-IV Do VII

IToAlras VI A Dilioriwv [T (MS 5)

[ToXirgs ITI-IV ®iAtoros IV Bor Va

[ToAdrys VI A DN lwr? [11

[oAvyvwros? IV A 2 ®dddapos IV A

[MoAvkparys IV A Dedoxparns IV Aa & (MS)
[ToAvyapns IV B (SA) ®edopPBporidas V

[ToAdxapuos IV Aa E (MS, SA) Didopn(dns) VII

[popabiwy 111 (MS 2) e N\ ®ehoobévns VII

popny( 1112 Teogan( 01 B¥ « ) Dihoppwr IV Aa (MS, SA)
l'lra.’\e,(;a?os IVA(SA2) ®iAtaros IV Aa (MS 2, SA 6)
[Mrolepaios V ®ilridas IV A

[MroAepaios VII Grwy VII

[MTvforpiros I (MS 4) Xptatmmos V

The general list of Knidian eponyms is followed here by a repeat of those of Period VI, an-
notated with the names of the duoviri that appear on the same amphoras with each of these epo-
nymis; i.e. their terms were at least in part contemporary. Note overlaps from one term to another in
some cases, as between "Avdpopévns and 'Aptarorparys; presumably these two eponyms served one
right after the other. For the latest of the eponyms, examples are relatively few, and we have not yet
established all the names of the duoviri of this period.

The list is somewhat revised from that published in Pnyx, p. 149, most of the revisions having
been called for in Délos XX VII (see p. 321, note 2); of. also p. 350, under E 180. The letters A, B,
and C following the names refer to the chronological divisions of Period VI. For their dates, see
beginning of this Appendix. VI A and VI B precede 88 s.c. and the liberation of Knidos from the
Roman tax gatherers by Mithradates. The eponyms marked VI A are named on jars of the maker
Aapokparys, those marked VI B, on those of his successor Avogrovpidas; VI C is the period of
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about seven eponyms whose terms fell apparently after the Romans took back Knidos in 85 s.c. Cf.
Délos XXVII, pp. 321-323.

KNIDIAN EPONYMS OF PERIOD VI WITH ACCOMPANYING DUOVIRI

’Aylas (B) "AptoTokAils — "ApTépwr
"AXéfavdpos (A) "AptaréBovios—Moaoyos
Kparns—IloAirns
Avdpopévrs (B) "Aynaimolis— Epplas
"Aynoimolis— Eppodavros
’AmoAdwvidas (C) Aaparpos—Etppwr
’Apiorawos (B) "Aylas—Aptoroyévns
’Apiorodapos (B) "AmoANddwpos—AwyvrTos
"Aptoroxparys (B) "lacwr—Miarys
"Aynoimolis— Eppddavros
AptaToundns (A) Edxparns—IToAtxappuos
‘Imwoorparos—IloAvyapuos
Aaidaros (A) ’Apiocrawos— Eparidas
Aapoyévys (C)
Aapoxperos (A) Kparns—IloAiras -77s
Kparns—IlovoocuAérns
Aapdkpiros (C) YAvravdpos—“Eppwy ?
Awovioios (B) ’Ayafox\ijs—Oetxpiros
ArovvookAis (C) Aebipavns—| larys
‘Eppdpavros (B?) ’Abavodwpos—AmoAA@vios
"Ayadodwpos— AmoAAwvios
“Eppwv (B) "AptarofBovios—Meldrras
[E¥?]BovAos (C)
Ed¢paydhas (B) EdmoXepos—Adxns
Oevroumos (C) "Aporevs—Badxytos

“Immwapyos 6 Atovvaiov (A)Kparepés—NikaoiBovAos
‘Epptas—NikaciBovAos

KaAApdns (A) ‘Izwoorparos—IloAdyxappuos [
. KXevmoAes (A) Mv8oxpiros—znuadys 524 o
Iioivos (B) EfBovAos—Kapfeddas u/ \.«/
"AmoANddwpos—Awoyvnros
TloAiras (A) *lacwr—Ka\immos
IToAir7s (A) Avovdoios—DPiAdmols

‘Iamoorparos—KAedmodis

ZrpatorAis (A) Et’.-xp&rqg—gl(?teﬁ?:o;\ts‘ _K/
Tooidpwor (A) Anpgrpios —Kudorbévns ,,; /
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APPENDIX 2

Remarks on Revised 3rd-century Dating, On the Stamps in Thompson’s Hellenistic Groups A-E,

and on Agora deposits H 13:1 and Q-R 10-11:1 and 2 Ak Lk ¢ 2
The article Grace 1974 is a brief report on extensive studies of the sequence of dating officials named™> “—
in Rhodian stamps. It is the results of these studies that have pointed to the lowering, by about 35
years, of previously accepted dates of 3rd-century deposits at the Athenian Agora, including
Thompson’s Group B, bringing the chronology into fair agreement with that implied by the associa-
tion of certain finds at Koroni in Attica with events of the Chremonidian War of 265-260 B.c. See
Grace 1974 and its numismatic appendix by J. H. Kroll for references to articles in Hesperia of
1962-1964 reporting and discussing these finds. Note that the end date of the Middle Stoa filling is
not affected by these revisions, nor do they lower 2nd-century dates in general. I append here my
present dating of the stamps in Thompson’s five published Hellenistic groups. For his publication,
see Bibliography above, under Thompson 1934; cf. also footnote 56. It need hardly be-said that here i
as elsewhere we are building on Thompson’s work and that before his 1934 publication there was
nothing from which to depart. The very notion of publishing a group of pottery from a well or
cistern as if the contents were part of a tomb group,or coins of a hoard, dating each other, seems to
have originated with this article.

For Rotroff’s comments on the dates of the Thompson groups, see Agora XXII, pp. 107-110.
On Group C, cf. now a}so her comments in Hesperia 52, 1983, pp. 276-278.

Group A (G 13:4), lower fill (depth 4.45): the single stamped handle, SS 1160, is from a die that
named the Thasian annual official TnXépaxos; for another impression, see A.-M. and A. Bon, op.
cit. (footnote 25 above), p. 392, no. 1607. Third quarter of 4th century B.c. A handle (on a restored
jar) stamped with another type naming TnAéuayos comes from Agora deposit F 17:3, Construction
filling, third quarter of 4th century; cf. Agora XII, p. 390, on the deposit. On the recent identifica-
tion of persons in one-name stamps of Thasos as annual officials (rather Lh-an potters, who might
endorse their products for 30 years) see Garlan 1979. Note that SS 1160 s a small fragment and
may well be earlier than Group A as a whole.

Group B (H 16:3)! end date now set at ca. 240 B.c.; cf. Grace 1974, pp. 194, 197, and p. 198,
note 19, with Thomps\?n’s present opinion. _

Group C (G 6:2): the single stamped handle, SS 282, a Knidian published with a wrong res-
toration in Grace 1934, p. 269, no. 199, is to be read: >

"Ext] Mav{ra]\é(ovros) Ku[{(3iov)

.~ monogram

The type number of the stamp is KT 1784; on Knidian stamp types, see footnote 28 above. Three = -~ |
other examples are now on record, two from the Agora; together they complete the reading of the
type. There are two variant types with the same name and monogram, with a total of eight more
examples, from Athens and Alexandria, of which one is SS 11981 from the Middle Stoa building fill
(example of KT 1443). Hav-.'a)\e’c::{_v is known in Knidian stamps only in these three types. In the
published commentary on SS 282 cited above, correct the reading given for SS 556, also from the
Middle Stoa filling: the reading of the name (in the genitive) should be ®t\iorimwvos. Eponyms
named in these Knidian circular types with monograms in the center are mostly present in the
Middle Stoa filling; one is;ﬁxmﬁiﬁas", named also on 4 and in 7 (PL. 2). I should date SS 282'in the AA/
late 3rd century B.c., which suits Thompson’s date for Group C, beginning of the 2nd century. It is
true that there is only a single handle, but in this case it is not a small chip that is preserved but the
whole handle with both attachments. v

Group D (H 16:4)° the single stamped handle, SS 336, a Knidian, is listed in Grace 1934, p-

A
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275, as bearing an “unrestored rectangular seal”; its stamp has since been identified (chiefly by
comparison with TD 3862, a well-preserved impression in Delos) and is to be restored as follows,
with the reading of KT 1272:¥
[”Emt OaXwpBpo]”
t({da Xappo] ~
xkpa[7]e[vs] mono-
(Kvidor] gram

On Xappokparys, see Délos XXVII, p. 326, E 61. This fabricant names eponyms of the late
second quarter and early third quarter of the 2nd century. Stamps naming @aXwfporidas have not
been found in the Stoa of Attalos construction filling, nor in Corinth or Carthage, up to the present.
Presence of SS 336 in Group D suggests a date for D slightly later than that proposed by Thompson,
“the middle of the 2nd century”.

Group E (F 15:2): the 13 stamped handles from this deposit are all Knidian. Of five eponyms
named, two (Edkpdrns and KAedpBporos) are datable shortly before the middle of the 2nd century, e
a third (KaAAidapas) shortly after that, a fourth (’LAyaﬂox)\ﬁs) further on in the third quarter, and \;/
a fifth 4 IepoxAdjs, probably in the last quarter) but in any case before about 110 B.c. This latest /b0l ' -
official in the deposit is also the commonest, dating five stamps from jars of four different fabricants.
Name connections show that his term fell not long before the period when duoviri were named on
Knidian amphoras; on this practice and its dates, see above, Appendix 1. On the stamps in Group E,
see Pnyx, p. 156, under no. 145, where the eponyms are all named, and Délos XXVII, p. 322. Date
these stamps, then, from late in the second quarter of the 2nd century to perhaps about the middle of
the last quarter, in any case not after ca. 108 8.c., when duoviri began to be named.

For some deposits at the Agora of which the stamps do go down to Sulla’s destruction, see Délos

XXVII, p. 321, bottom.

I add finally notes on two Agora deposits perhaps both related to the construction of the Middle
Stoa.

H4"

Fill in a shallow tiled well in the ancient road just to the west of the Middle Stoa, at a lower
level. The surface of the road before the Stoa was built, and the mouth of the well, lay about five
meters below the surface of the stylobate of the Stoa; cf. Figure 2, but the level of the pre-Stoa road |
was a little lower than that of the later one in the picture. The well was excavated in April 1948%&. A gka
Hesperia 18, 1949, top of p. 224’/% on the road, tbid., p. 213 (Thompson). The well as found, with its < P
ancient filling in place, was partly covered by what seemed to be the continuation of a temporary
light retaining wall that lay beyond and fairly parallel with the west side of the Stoa and faced west, .| ‘="
like the retaining west wall of the Stoa’s podium. See Figure 3, from an actual-state plan, for the s
well (H 13:1), the light retaining wall that crossed it (X—X), and the west end of the Middle Stoa to ;&_.a-. [ j '
the right. One may suggest that this temporary wall (of which only part of one course has remained) <* "
was found to be needed while the west end of the Stoa was under construction, presumably to hold Mn._} . 'J '
an earth filling to support scaffolding for the columns and entablature of the west side and of the e ).
west end of the north side. These columns run close to the edge of the podium, with no such margin - e
as is provided by the terrace along most of the north side of the building. Without some raising of the o gk
ground level around the podium at this end, scaffolding of a formidable height would be required, so
that the heavy drums, etc., could be dropped into place by block and tackle (cf. H. A. Thompson,
The Stoa of Attalos IT in Athens, Excavations of the Athenian Agora, Picture Book No. 2, Princeton
1949, fig. 23). See Plate 5 for scaffolding used in setting up an outer colonnade for the rebuilt Stoa of
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Attalos and imagine a further four-meter drop to be accommodated by the outer timber
supports, below the steps, in the case of the Middle Stoa. The temporary earth filling was no

doubt used afterward for further leveling south of the Stoa. No great weight of earth would fx”

have been required: the little wall lies close to the Stoa, enclosing just easy space for working/

outside the podium. We do not know how high the temporary filling was carried: any height

would help, and a minimum needed would be a level bottom prepared on those slopes to,
take the feet of the scaffolding and of the workers. '
The contents of the well H 13:1 then perhaps give us a terminus for the erection of the
west end of the superstructure of the Middle Stoa. The finds in this shallow well were few
and included no coins but five stamped handles, all Knidian. Of the five names of fabricants,
*ApioTioy (on SS 10450)“and @péowy (on SS 10452) are present also in the Middle Stoa
filling, while ’pr-ga-yo'pas (SS 10451)is the one who endorses 14 (PL. 3). The stamp of
Aptorioy (KT 211) combines two dating names, that of the phrourarchos > Emwkidas for
the four-month period and that of a damiorgos Oevyévns for the year; the naming of both
together on the same jar seems to be an early indication in the period 188-167 B.c. (cf. Délos
XXVII, p. 319). The other dating names present, "Apiareidns, Edkpatiov, KXeavdpidas,
and ®{\umros, are all of 188-167, and for each there is some indication that they are nearer
188 than 167. Certainly there seems no reason to place the group later than the first quarter
of the 2nd century. Of the dating names, however, only ®iAcrrros is present in the Middle
Stoa filling; while ©evyévns probably brings us to the slightly later period of the Pergamon

deposit (cf. p above with footnote 32). So we date H 13:1 later than the Middle Stoa
filling but only a little later.

Q-R 10-11:1,2

Fill under foor of mud-brick building, finding place of the stamped handles SS
11621-11624; plus its construction fill, finding place of SS 11075-1 1085 On the deposits,
see Agora XXII, p. 106. For the position of the building, see no. 43 (“Pre-Stoa Shops”) in
the foldout plan of Guide®. It comprises five shoplike rooms in a east-west row across the
north—south line of the (later) Stoa of Attalos, a little further south than the Bema shown in
Figure 1. Of the stamped handles attriputed to the two associated fills, only one may be later
than the latest in H 13:1: SS 11076 which names the Knidian eponym [ToAvyapns. Not
known with the title phrourarchos, he has been attributed to Period IV B; but the fabricants
who date jars by his name date otherwise mostly by phrourarchoi (cf. some types of Tkip7os,
Grace 1934, nos. 112-118), and so perhaps he is also to be attributed to IV A. SS 11076 is
an example of KT 1446, a type without fabricant and surrounded by a frame, which would
have been supplemented on the other handle of the jar by a fabricant type similarly framed.
Cf. Grace 1934, nos. 103 and 104, framed types of Apakwv; stamps of this fabricant from
other dies were found in the Middle Stoa filling. (The HF referred to under 103 is the
Middle Stoa filling.)

This temporary mud-brick building may, then, date possibly before the end of the first
quarter of the 2nd century B.c. It had been demolished when the area was prepared to take

its part of the Stoa of Attalos, possibly as early as 157 B.c. Perhaps the shops were
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workshops for carpenters or stoneworkers, or storage places for materials, that facilitated
the construction of the Middle Stoa. Just to their north lay the Square Peristyle, from which
material was drawn that eventually went into South Stoa II (Agora XIV, p. 68); the mud-
brick building may have been a way station for this material. Temporary buildings housed
materials, tools, and working space during the restoration of the Stoa of Attalos in
1953-1956; for these sheds, see Hesperia 25, 1956, pl. 25:a.
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APPENDIX 3 5

Clarification on the Wrecks at the Grand Congloué Site near Marseilles # é;?’

For general presentation of the finds underseas at Grand Congloué near Marseilles, see L. S. Cas- r—
3 BN son, “Sea Digging,” Archaeology 6, 1953, pp! 2/1-228; J.-Y. Cousteau, “Fish Men Discover a 2/ § ol
s 2,200-year-old Greek Ship,” The National Geographic Magazine 105, Washington 1954, pp. 1-36; Ry
/.:-__x_-f’Q. and F. Benoit, Fouilles sous-marines, I’épave du Grand Congloué a Marseille (Gah’z'a),/S_uppl. X1V - 2
A Paris 1961; in all these, the finds are taken as from a single wreck. Because of the incongruity of (Ciaiis )
- date, apparently at least a hundred years, between the so-called “deck cargo” and the Rhodian and “= H;’r\'

Knidian amphoras associated with the “hull cargo”, I have not doubted from first acquaintance with
this material (1953 or earlier) that at least two ancient wrecks were involved, one nearly on top of
the other, no doubt in a place of bad currents; it is at the foot of a cliff. A part of the hull of the later
ship was mistaken by the divers for deck planking of the earlier ship, despite its sheathing under-
neath with lead (a practice found on outer surfaces): see Cousteau, op. cit., p. 24, and cf. p. 16; also
Benoit, op. cit., p. 17. The upper cargo consisted mainly of over a thousand long Roman jars with
heavy rims (Dressel Type 1), resembling several from Athenian Agora deposit C 9:7, a context dated
to the later 2nd century B.c. by several Knidian amphoras of the early duoviri period; see Amphoras,
fig. 38, for a selection of jars from this deposit, including, to the left, one of the long Roman ones, and
see also Délos XXVII, p. 332, under E 88. The Roman amphoras from C 9:7 are unstamped,
whereas many of those from the wreck are stamped, on their rims, with an abbreviation of the name
Sestius. See recently E. L. Will, “The Sestius Amphoras: a Reappraisal,” /FA 6, 1979, pp. 339-350,
for a summary on the discoveries at the Grand Congloué, with much bibliography on the jars from
the later wreck and related finds from other sites, showing the confusions in chronology that have
resulted for scholars who attributed all the finds at Grand Congloué to a single wreck. Mrs. Will
dates the amphoras of the later wreck “in the first half of the 1st century B.c., or at any rate not much
earlier than the last years of the 2nd century,” (0p. cit., p. 340). (Here she is actually summarizing
her views as given in an earlier article but seems not to have changed her mind.) For the earlier
wreck, the dates she attributes here to V. Grace, “220-180 B.c.” (0p. cit., p. 340, in note 1), should be
tightened to the last decade of the 3rd century for the Rhodian and Knidian; shapes and names at
180 B.c. are very different from the ones in the wreck. See now her recent article, “Greco-Italic
Amphoras,” Hesperia 51, 1982, pp. 338-356 with corrigenda, Hesperia 52, 1983, p. 154; on p. 348
she revises the date she had given for the earlier wreck. For the Rhodian in the earlier erck, Benoit
reports one or more amphoras that name the fabricant "Aptor{wr and the eponym KAeirduaxos; see
op. cit., p. 29, and cf. the same author in Rhodania, 1954-1955 (Lyon), pp. 9-10; other names are
more doubtfully restored. According to individual dates assigned tentatively by me to the Rhodian
eponyms of ca. 225-175 B.c. (cf. Grace 1974, p. 199), the term of KAetropayos fell in 205 B.c., and
those of the other eponyms named in known pairs with "Aptatioy fell in 210, 208, 207, 204, and
199 B.c; cf. the whole jar of this fabricant that names the eponym Aova)\fﬁasr(,?lo B.C.), published
by J.-J. Maffre, BCH 96, 1972, pp 64-66, with figs. 46 and 47, no. 104. For a photograph of
Rhodian amphoras (large and small) from the wreck, cf. Casson, op. cit., p. 227, fig. 10. Also from
the earlier wreck must be the cargo of over 400 “Greco-Italic” amphoras. Mrs. Will illustrates two
of these from the wreck (“Greco-Italic Amphoras,” pl. 85:d and e, her Form c) and tells us (p. 348
with note 19) that the one to the right (e) bears two impressions of the same Latin stamp, one on
each handle, reading TI.Q.IVENTL Finally there is a great quantity of black-glazed table ware,
mostly, I believe, of the Campana A class, “now being dated 190 B.c. or a little before by the Cam-
pana specialist, Jean-Paul Morel,” as Mrs. Will reports (op. cit., p. 348), and citing a recent publi-
cation by Morel. The earlier wreck at Grand Congloué is thus to be dated late 3rd or early 2nd
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century B.C., and the Latin amphora stamp is one of the earliest known, comparable in date to the
very different one in the Middle Stoa filling; cf. footnote 47 above.

Like Mrs. Will, I called on M. Benoit in Marseilles (October 15, 1955) and saw his finds, and
received every kindness, and thought he was then willing to believe in two wrecks on the site (but not
more, he said). From discussions with M. Katzev, in August 1968 and again recently, I understand
that to nautical archeologists the wood fragments illustrated in the publications are readily dis-
tinguishable as coming from at least two ships; this has long been observed, although nobody has
published about it, since it was now too late to rescue a study of the ships themselves. On the possibi-
lity of one ship settling upon another, cf. G. F. Bass, Archaeology Under Water, Harmondsworth
1970 (original text 1966), pp. 87-89; there is specific reference to the finds at Grand Congloué.

It is time now, in any case, that these finds came into their own as two separate groups, both
valuable for reference. Note that a new study by Luc Long, based on further investigation of the site
of the wrecks, is to appear in Archaeonautica 5 in late 1985. A résumé of this study is being pub-
lished earlier by the same author in A. H. McCann, The Roman Port and Fishery of Cosa. I am
obliged to Dr. Long for advance information on these publications.
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APPENDIX 4

Figures on Production of Rhodian Stamped Amphoras
For an idea of the course of actual production of stamped amphoras in Rhodes, we have figures for
exports to Alexandria, from counts made in 1967 of stamped Rhodian handles in the huge Benaki
collection in that city. For such a study one might be expected to use figures assembled from many
sites of import, and no doubt this will be done, but it will be of little interest unless the handles from
each site are first sorted as to date, using an attested chronology. Actually, the figures from Alexan-
dria are so high, so out of scale with those from other sites, that they make in themselves an effective
statement about production, and that is the case even though for this count we covered only a part of
the Alexandria collections as a whole. (Note that the original collection of the Musé" Gréco-Ro-
main, not included in our count now under discussion, would add many thousands: see V. Grace,
“Ancient Greek Wine Jar Fragments in Collections in Alexandria,” Year Book of the American
Philosophical Society, Philadelphia 1955, pp. 321-326. See table, p. 323; but the Benaki collection
was vastly increased in later years.)

Our counts were made on a major section of the Benaki collection, nearly 18,000 handles bear-
ing stamps with the names of Rhodian potters and covering the alphabet as a whole; 18,000 handles
in this count implies 18,000 amphoras, since we are not counting the handles with eponym stamps.
The handles counted were the remainder, and much the greater proportion, of the Rhodian fabri-
cant handles of this collection as a whole, i.e. what was left after the removal of the representative
series, largely set apart by the collector as illustrating (with one or a few examples each) all the
Rhodian fabricants’ names present in his collection. Cf. Archaeology 19, 1966, pp. 286, 288. From
this large remainder, there were also omitted from our count certain names which needed further

study (in particular, sorting into homonyms of different dates).
Here are some results:

Period II, about 35 years (ca. 240—ca. 205 B.c.), 1200 handles dating in this period, an average of
34 per year.

Period III, about 30 years (ca. 205175 B.c.), 2093 handles, average of about 70 per year.

Period IV, about 29 years (175-146), 2257 handles, average of about 78 per year.

Period V, about 38 years (146-108), 8618 handles, average of about 227 per year.

Period VI, about 20 years (108-88), 3267 handles, average of about 163 per year.

Period V gave us some large figures for individual potters: thus we counted 1283 handles bearing
stamps of Midas;, a potter known to have dated jars in the terms of 12 eponyms of Period V; on this
fabricant, see above, p. 000, __

These figures show very considerable increase in our Period III as against the previous period,
an increase, although not so great, in Period IV as compared with III, while the handles of Period V
(ca. 146-108 B.c.) are nearly three times as numerous per year of elapsed time as those of any pre-
vious period. After that there is something of a drop, but production in the late 2nd to early 1st
century B.C. seems still much greater than at any time before the middle of the 2nd century.

Cf. P. M. Fraser, Ptolemaic Alexandria 1, Oxford 1972, p. 164: “Rhodian amphora stamps in
Alexandria of the period 200-140, falling both before and after the Senate’s economic sanctions in
167, are not only more numerous than at any other time; they also seem to remain fairly constant
throughout the period.” Fraser has it right that the Rhodian handles in Alexandria do not suggest a
drop in production in Rhodes after 167. He has not got the picture straight for the later periods: his
text here quoted implies a drop after the middle of the 2nd century, whereas there is no drop but a
step rise, as we have seen. No documentation is available for Fraser’s statement quoted here.

‘The dates given here to the Periods are a little different from those used for Knidian names,
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these latter having been adjusted according to known changes in administration in Knidos. For the
origin of the divisions, and for the Knidian Periods, see above, introduction to Appendix 1.

On the Benaki collection, see Délos XX VII, p. 285 with note 1 and references there. In 1966—
1967, Barbara Turzynski (now Mrs. Drushell) made a large part of the individual counts on which
the foregoing figures are based. The assembling of the figures by date was done in Athens largely by
Andreas Dimoulinis.
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4 APPENDIX 5
Note on the ;{ates of Rhodian Eponyms named AapoxAis (cf. end of footnote 23)
Here we have differences of opinion among experts which have not yet been reconciled. I cannot
now place later than about 189 B.c. an eponym of this name in stamps according to the chronology
laid out in the present article. But an inscription (SIG III, no. 644b) containing text dated in the
term of the Rhodian AapoxAijs Aapéov is placed by many epigraphers in ca. 172 or 171 B.c., most
recently by J. and L. Robert, see REG 92, 1979, pp. 460-461. A King Antiochos referred to in the
text as having offered contributions to the Rhodian navy is identified by these scholars as Antiochos
IV (175-163 B.c.), rather than Antiochos III (223-187 B.c.), considered less friendly to Rhodes. It
seems possible that toward the end of his reign, when he was attempting to rally Greece around him
against Rome, Antiochos IIT might have made efforts to please the Rhodians, and also citizens of

hous

K Sups?

some other Greek states, as implied in the inscription. For another tentative vote for Antiochos IIlin -

this connection, see C. Borker, op. cit. (faifnotc 31 above), p. 208, note 50.

In any case according to present information the AapokA7s 2nd of the stamps is dated before
175 B.c. by his name on 21 handles in the Pergamon deposit and before ca. 183 by his name on 15
handles in the Middle Stoa building fill; the fact that there are no known handles on which a stamp
with his name is accompanied by a secondary stamp confirms the above dates and probably pushes
him back before 188 (cf. p. D8 above with footnote 15). If the date of the inscription cannot be put
earlier, we must accept the fact that the eponym AapoxA7s 2nd in the stamps is not the same person
as the eponym AapoxAs of the inscription, and then apparently that the stamp eponyms (often
called priests in the stamps) are not the priests of Halios who date other Rhodian documents.

The difficulty over AapokA]s is not new. In the dated list of Rhodian eponyms by Hiller von
Gaertringen, in his article “Rhodos” (RE Suppl. V, Stuttgart 1931, p. 837), the author dates this
name “vor 172”7 while otherwise attributing names from the Pergamon deposit to the period
220-180; cf. the comment on e.g. Aapéfeputs. Van Gelder (op. cit. [footnote 23 above], pp. 199-200)
dates the inscription 165 B.c. and pulls down AapokAfs and the whole Pergamon deposit with it.
Cf. Délos XXVII, p. 290, note 5: we cannot use so late a date for the Pergamon stamped handles.

Possibly it is worth remarking that if the stamps cannot date for us a later AapoxAijs, they do
notify us of an earlier one. A small number of handles is known whose shape, and the style of their
stamps, indicate that the AapokAf)s they name is datable in or about the second quarter of the 3rd
century B.C. or about contemporary with the Rhodian eponyms found at Koroni (cf. Grace 1974, p.
197). This is Aapordfs Ist of the stamps. He would be contemporary with Antiochos I, Soter
(280-261 B.c.) or possibly Antiochos II, Theos (261-247 B.c.). We can take note that the Rhodian
admiral Agathostratos helped Antiochos II to recover Ephesos in 259°8.c. (CAH VII, p. 713) and

can consider whether this might have been in acknowledgment of benefactions received by the Rhod-
ian navy during the term of AapoxAs 1st.
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CATALOGUE OF ILLUSTRATED ITEMS

Numbers in boldfaced type, here and in the Plates and in the text, are those of items in this catalogue, all of
which are illustrated (Plates 1-3). All dimensions are in meters.

Prate 1. Datable late in the period of the construc-
tion filling of the Middle Stoa in the Athenian
Agora: Rhodian amphoras, and a fragment (1),
bearing the first few of a new series of secondary
stamps. Ca. 188-184 p.c.?

1. Stamped handle from the Athenian Agora, SS
2203 found 8.IT1.34 in a modern wall in Section K.
Main stamp (not illustrated) read and restored
Aa[poxparevs] around a rose, cf. 2c. Secondary
stamp, on side of upper attachment of handle, rose.
See p. 00 above with footnote 15, example from Tar-
sus. In addition to this latter and 1, we have record of
9 handles that bear similar secondary stamps, not all
from the same die. Other published (but not illus-
trated) secondary stamps with rose: Grace 1968, p.
175 and pl. 63:3 (eponym Zvupuayos); D. B. Shelov,
“Pottery Stamps from the Excavations at Phana-
goria,” Materials and Studies of Archeology in the
USSR 57, 1957 (in Russian), p. 140, no. 78 (I
should now restore the eponym’s name as KaAXi-
xparfaas)';/R. A. S. Macalister, The Excavation of
Gezer 1902-1905 and 1907-1909 11, London 1912,
p. 358, no. 273 (eponym K\evkparys, inscribed in
the die without upsilon, or with upsilon and kappa

in the same place, a known die). I know of no whole

Jar, or fragment preserving both handles, that bears
the rose secondary stamp. But for the eponym handle
from Gezer just cited, the author identifies for us the
fabricant handle, from the same jar, as one of Aauo-
kparys (op. cit., p. 356, under no. 168); the identifi-
cation is the more convincing in that Macalister did
not know, as we do, that that was the right name for
the fabricant of an amphora bearing the rose secon-
dary stamp.

2. Amphora in Alexandria, Musée Gréco-Romain
no. G. 544. Intact. H. 0.776; diam. 0.342; H. of
handles ca. 0.274; capacity (taken with water)
24,300 cc. On tops of handles, two complementary
circular stamps, 22 and 2c; on the side of the attach-
ment of the fabricant handle, secondary stamp, 2b
(visible also in the photograph of 2 as a whole). On
the amphora, see above, pp-800=000: [ am obliged
to Dr. Yousseff El-Ghiriany for permission to pub-
lish this amphora.

2a. Dating stamp of 2.
*Emt Nikaoayopa Euwbiov
rose

A stamped handle also in the Musée Gréco-Ro-
main (AVG 1614) bears a rose type with the same
reading as 2a but combined with a different secon-
dary stamp (a kappa like those also known to be used
by Aapoxpdrys). The main stamp is similar to that
of 2a but not from the same die. Apparently secon-
dary stamps identified individual working potters or
subshops.

On the eponym, Nixagaydpas 1st, see above, pp.
00-00. He dates 8 handles in the Middle Stoa build-
ing fill, 9 in the Pergamon deposit.

2b. Secondary stamp of 2: alpha. On secondary
stamps, see footnote 15 above.
2c. Endorsing stamp of 2.
Aapoxparevs
rose
On this endorsement, known examples of which
are very numerous and widespread, see Grace 1968,
p- 175, no. 2; regrettable are the 4 typographical er-
rors in that short paragraph. See also above, pp.

@fﬂif In the Middle Stoa filling, 46 stamps with
‘this reading; in the Pergamon deposit, 55 in the

Alexandria collection of which the count is reported
in Appendix 4 above, 370 (by far the largest figure
for Period III).

3. Amphora from Cyprus, now in Sarasota, Florida,
in the John and Mable Ringling Museum of Art,
acquired in 1928 from the Cesnola collection in the
Metropolitan Museum of Art, New York. H. 0.798;
diam. 0.34; H. of handles, ca. 0.273, 0.28; capacity
(taken with water) 24,774 cc. On tops of handles,
two complementary circular stamps, 3a and 3c¢; on
the side of the attachment of the fabricant handle,
secondary stamp, 3b (visible also in the photograph
of 3 as a whole).

Previous publication (without illustration): I. H.
Hall, “The Greek Stamps on the Handles of Rho-
dian Amphorae, Found in Cyprus, and now in the
Metropolitan Museum of New York,” fournal of the
American Oriental Society XI, 1885, p. 391, no.
5060 (Metropolitan Museum number). Cf. Bleck-
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mann, op. cit. (footnote 22 above), Appendix I, p. 32,
no. 25. In general on Hall’s publication and the Ces-
nola group, Nilsson 1909, pp. 115-118; V. Grace,
“Rhodian Jars in Florida,” Hesperia 17, 1948, pp.
144-147, which reports my study and recording of

the jars in 1948. On the amphora, see also above, pp._

~00-00. For a published photograph of another of
Cesnola’s jars now in Sarasota, see Nessana I, pl.
XXXIX, upper left, with text, p. 112. In August
1958, Mr. Kenneth Donahue, then Director of the
Ringling Museum, generously gave me a “blanket
permission” to publish any of the jars I studied there
in 1948. Cesnola’s own romantic accounts of acquir-
ing his collection in Cyprus seem to include no men-
tion of his Rhodian amphoras.

3a. Dating stamp of 3.
Emrt @eardnrov [avdpov
rose

Rose stamps with the same reading are known
(inter alia): 1) on two handles in Alexandria (AVG
1487 and 1942 in the Musée Gréco-Romain) that
bear also the special beta shown in 3b, and 2) on two
other handles combined with a secondary stamp tau;
the main stamps are duplicates of 3a (i.e. from the
same die) apparently where the secondary stamp is
beta. See catalogue entry for 2a. On the eponym, in-
cluding a possible identification of this @ealdnros
with a historically known person, see index of this
article, and in particular footnote 23, p. 00" above.
The name dates 6 handles in the Middle Stoa build-
ing fill, 12 in the Pergamon deposit.

3b. Secondary stamp of 3: beta, retrograde? On
this stamp type, see especially p. 00 above with-foot-
note—++. .
3c. Endorsing stamp of 3.
‘Immwokparevs
rose
On this endorsement, see p.,ﬂé with footnote 18. In
the Middle Stoa filling, 4 stamps with this reading;
in the Pergamon deposit, again 4; in the Alexandria
collection of which the count is reported in Appendix
4 above, 261.
Another amphora of ‘Ixmoxparys dated in the
same term as 3 is cited by Y. Calvet, Kition-Bam-
boula, 1, Les timbres amphoriques, Paris 1982, p. 26,

under no. 58: amphora in a private collection in Bei-
rut.

v
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PraTe 2. Datable during the period of the construc-
tion filling of the Middle Stoa: 4-9, Knidian am-
phoras and related stamps; 10-12, stamped handles
of Sinopean amphoras, from the filling. 3rd cen-
tury B.C. to second decade of 2nd.

4. Knidian amphora in Rhodes, A 236 (MX 625).
Repaired, toe missing. P.H. 0.685. Handles bear
two complementary stamps, belonging respec}iveiy
to KT (Knidian Type) 2178'and KT 2199. (For
Knidian stamp types, see footnote 28 above).
a) "E|m "Apxurwid(a b) 1Aﬁ1}vf‘.rwcv
wreath - — bee -

Photographs of the stamps on 4 are not yet avail-
able. See 7 and 8: 7 is a duplicate of 4a; and 8 is from
a variant type with the same reading and device as
4b. For the context of this amphora, and for various
acknowledgments connected with its publication
here, see p. above with footnote 34. Ca.
220-210 B.c.

5. Knidian amphora from the Grand Congloué
wreck site near Marseilles now in the Musée Borély
in that city. H. 0.79, cf."F. Benoit, “Amphores et
céramique de I'épave de Marseille,” Gallia 12, 1954,
p- 39, with fig. 4. No stamps mentioned, nor seen by
me, but jar was not clear of marine deposit. Photo-
graph was taken October 15, 1955, by permission of
M. Benoit. See p. 00 above with-feetnete35 and Ap-
pendix 3 on the earlier and later wrecks at the site. 5
belongs to the earlier wreck, and its closer dating de-
pends on the Rhodian in the same group, also on a
quantity of Campanian ware that was present; on
the chronology of this class of pottery, see the work of

Jean-Paul Morel referred to in Appendix 3. Ca. 210-
200 B.c.

6. Knidian amphora (1961 NAK 205) from the An-
gelopoulou lot south of the Akropolis, excavations of
the Archaeological Service in 1961, supervised by G.
Dontas; the jar is-now housed with the Angelopou-
lou Collection, at 32 Parthenonos Street. I am
obliged to C. Kanellopoulou for showing me this and
other material from these excavations in 1961; and
to M. Petropoulakou for finding the present storage
of the jar and taking supplementary records; and to
Mrs. Angelopoulou for courtesies to Mrs. Petropou-
lakou on this occasion; and to G. Dontas for permis-
sion to publish it. P.H. 0.765 (tip missing); diam.
0.363, H. of handles 0.245, 0.25. Handles bear each
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an impression of KT 787 (die 1), of which the read-
ing is
*Eare [ToAe(
Oevded(

In the Middle Stoa filling there were 7 examples
of this type (of which 9 is one), also 41 more handles
‘dated by [ToAwvx7s or Ho?\:ovxos‘ variously abbre-
viated or in full, named by 7 more fabr;can(s I count
52 examples on file of KT 787, “the greater part
found in Athens, but 2 in Corinth and 5 in Alexan-
dria. The reading seems not to have been published
before. Ca. 190 B.c.

7. Knidian stamped handle in Alexandria, Musée
Gréco-Romain no. 15231; in 1955, exhibited in Vit-
rine 3, Room 21. For its exhibition 83 years ago, see
G. Botti, Catalogue des monuments exposés au
Musée Gréco-Romain d’Alexandrie, Alexandria
1901, p. 225, no. 9 (I owe the reference to M. Petro-
poulakou) The stamp is an example of KT 2178, of
which a duplicate is 4a. Reading, cf. 4a. Date as for
4. For permission to publish 7 and 8, I am obliged to
Dr. Yousseff El-Ghiriany.

8. Knidian stamped handle in Alexandria, Musée
Gréco-Romain, KT 2134,A 1 of our records, stored
in the Museum cabinet by its KT number. Reading
as in 4b, save that in the stamp of 8 the letters are
written between an inner and an outer compass
circle. The die of 4b is somewhat smaller; another
example (unpublished) is KT 2199ABC I (Benaki
Collection). \9“ other type of A&nv:—.-ros with bee
is KT 2198, known now in 4 examples, of ghlch the
first (damaged) example (Agora SS 182) has been
published, with a wrong restoration: Grace 1934, p.
280, no. 234. The type reading of KT 2198 'is as fol-
lows:
Adn-
bee

vimmov
(It does not read in a circle like 8.) The handle 8
descends from its upper attachment without arching,
like those of the amphora +. Date as for 4.

9. Knidian stamped handle from the Middle Stoa
building fill, Agora SS 11977 The stamp is a dupli-
cate of those on 6, which see. Ca. 190 B.c.

V.R. GRACE

10. Sinopean stamped handle from the Middle Stoa
building fll, Agora SS 11813.*
‘HpaxXedns
&orvvdpov bow in
/ KaAhwlévov case

No other example on file at the Agora, but in gen-
eral our repertory in this class is limited.

Fabricants named ‘Hpax\e(d7s are known in all
Grakov’s Periods, cf. Grakov 1929, p. 202. The asty-
nomos KaA\r8évys, however, with this device and
this arrangement of the legend, belongs to Grakov’s
Period 1V, see op. cit., p. 139. For another stamp
type dated by the same official, see for instance ibid.,
pl. 5, no. 8. Date of Grakov’s IV, to which this stamp
belongs, perhaps 3rd century s.c. before about 259;
see p. 00 above with footnote 51.

11. S{nopean stamped handle from the Middle Stoa
building fll, SS 12484.

Aoty [voy.oéifog] e o
“Ixeoiov T[0?) 7 ’{ith & KZ _
P :Ayrm&[rpov] { ha};lic e
EAal i W L

.l__. herm] 'l ".“ b

For another example of the same stamp type, see
Pnyx, p. 165, no. 194. We still lack the fabricant’s
name in full, and Grakov’s lists do not supply it; cf.

“EAAavicos in Rhodian stamps (dmphoras, fig. 23).
The astynomos belongs to Grakov’s Period VI, see
op. cit., p. 149, no. 19, for his name and accompany-
ing device, an ithyphallic herm; and cf. E. M. Pridik,
Inventory-Catalogue of the Stamps on Handles and
Necks of Amphoras, and on Bricks, of the Hermitage
Collection, Petrograd 1917 (in Russian), pl. XIV:9
(text, p. 139, B) for this astynomos combined with a
different fabricant; from the latter stamp I restore
the title in 11 in participial form. Date suggested by
Middle Stoa context, late 3rd century to before
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183 B.c.; see p. 00 above with footnote 50. ( .20
12. Sinopean stamped handle from the Middle Stoa
building fill, SS 12073, ¥
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Three duplicates of this stamp have been found in
Samaria: G. A. Reisner et al., Harvard Excavations
at Samaria 1908-1910, Harvard 1924, p. 316, D, 2
(reading corrected); J. W. Crowfoot et al., The Ob-
Jjects from Samaria, London 1957, p. 385 (two ex-
amples). Both astynomos and fabricant are listed by
Grakov in his Period VI: the astynomos, op. cit., p.
149, no. 11, with mention of the characteristic de-
vice; the fabricant, p. 150, last line. For types of the
astynomos with various fabricants, see Pridik, op.
cit., p. 69, nos. 151-154 (not illustrated).

The three handles from Samaria that have the
same stamp as 12 are, remarkably, half of all the
Sinopean handles ever recorded from that site: see
Nessana 1, p. 106, note. If we had stayed with
Grakov’s original dating for his VI (122-70 s.c.),
they would provide a rather close date for this
‘Eotialos, since Samaria was destroyed in about
108 B.c. As for 11, however, the date suggested by
Middle Stoa context is late 3rd to before 183 B.c.; see
catalogue entry for 11.

Prate 3. First half of the 2nd century B.c., period of
the Middle Stoa construction filling and afterward,
perhaps to 157 B.c. for 15 and 18: Knidian amphoras
and stamps.

13. Knidian amphora from the sea, part of the col-
lection in Syme of Demosthenes Haviaras, on which
see Grace 1971, pp. 53 and 87 with note 90; see also
above, p‘/OO./ Toe chipped; much marine deposit.
P.H. 0.825; diam. 0.373. Handles bear two various-
ly incomplete impressions of KT 2038, of which the
full reading is
"Emt Zwkpa-
Tevs Nika-
otBodrov .
trident

Five duplicates are known of the stamp, of which
16 is one. In the Middle Stoa filling, this stamp type
has not been found, but both eponym and fabricant
are well represented there. On the epony m, see again
p- @ﬁ above.

For permission to publish 13, [ am again grateful
to Mr. L. Papachristodoulou, Ephor of the Dodeca-
nese. I do not forget the kindness of the family of D.
Haviaras in facilitating our labors the day we re-
corded the jar in Syme, July 5, 1957.

14. Knidian amphora (SS 14142) from cistern A

16:4 (?) in the Athenian Agora, May 1956. The cis-
tern was excavated under difficulties and could not
be completely cleared; the precise finding place of 14
cannot be established. The rest of the amphoras and
amphora fragments attributed to A 16:4 are datable
shortly before the middle of the 2nd century s.c.
P.H. 0.793 (tip missing); diam. 0.348; H. of handles
0.27. On one handle only, impression of KT 193 of
which type the reading is
“Emt ®idimwo(v) (pi like nu)
4 ’Aptorayopa
Kvidiov

Fifteen more examples are known of this stamp
type, including 17 below; the latter was found in
Corinth, the rest probably all in Athens. The read-
ing has not been published before, but it has been
cited: Délos XXVII, p. 317, note 2, which reports
the contents of Amphoras, fig. 64, of which the
second jar is our 14. KT 193 has not been found in
the Middle Stoa filling, but the eponym is probably
the same early phrourarchos ®iAimrmos who is
named on 11 handles in the filling. See p. 00 above
with footnote 36 and associated text. Date, depen-
dent primarily ‘on the name connections of
"Aptorayopas, apparently about contemporary with
the Rhodian 2 and 3 (PL. 1). Ca. 188-183 B.c.?

15. Knidian amphora from John Threpsiades’ exca-
vations in the Olympieion area in 1939, given to us
to record in 1962. Kept in the courtyard of the store-
house of the Third Ephoreia in Athens. [ am obliged
to Mrs. Karayorga, Ephor of the Third Ephoreia,
for permission to publish this amphora; also to M.
Petropoulakou for various facilitations. H. 0.855; H.
of handles ca. 0.255. Handles bear two variously in-
complete impressions of KT 167, of which the full
reading is as follows:

*Ewrt "AptoToxheds

Amol Awviov

Kuide ov
bull’s head in center

We have listed 66 examples of this stamp type, of
which 51, including 18, come from various places in
Athens; 3 are from Delos, 1 from Argos, and 11 from
Alexandria. Published examples: Grace 1934, p.
248, no. 119; M.-T. Lengér in BCH 81, 1957,

A9
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p- 166, no. 90 (from Argos); 2 more, from Athens
and Alexandria, have been idcntiﬁgg in early
publications. Two examples, SS 14151 and 14155,
were found in Agora cistern A 16:4, on which see
above under 14. Another bull’s head type of
"AmoANdwios, dated in the term of Onpoxparys, is
known on a largely preserved amphora found in
Corinth, C-36-2421, from South Stoa Wcil_ XIV.
On the amphora 15, and its date, see p./(}O above
with footnote 38. 166-157 B.c.?

16. Knidian stamped handle from the excavations by
G. Siebert on Delos in 1968, in the T15t des Bijoux, in
a deep stratum in Room AC. I am obliged to M. Sie-
bert for the detail of its finding place as well as for
permission to publish this handle, inv. no. TD 7305,
also to Madame M.-T. Couilloud-Le Dinahet for
an improvement in the type reading of KT 2038V
based on this superior example. The stamp is a
duplicate of those on 13, which see. Early 2nd
century B.C.

17. Knidian stamped handle from Corinth, C-47-
108 from South Stoa, Well 2. Photograph published
by kind permission of C. K. Williams, IT. The stamp
is a duplicate of the one on 14, which see. Second
decade of 2nd century B.c.

18. Knidian stamped handle in the National
Museum, Athens, KT 167 EM 1, probably found in
Athens. Study of the handles in the National
Museum was greatly facilitated by Semni and
Christos Karouzos, when each was Director of the
Museum, and permission to publish was given by
them. The stamp 18 is a duplicate of those on 15,
which see. 166-157 B.c.?

19. Knidian stamped handle from the Athenian
Agora, SS 14002, from a late context, found in 1954

in Section HA. The stamp is an example of KT 236,

of which the reading is as follows:
"Apiororhets
bull’s head with neck

Tweatv-four duplicates of the stamp of 19 are
known. all probably found in Athens, including 3
from the Middle Stoa filling, SS 674) 885 12180" of
which SS 885 has been published: Grace 1934, pp.
300 (fig. 5) and 302, no. 6. (Too early a date is there
suggested.) This stamp type (KT 236)"is sometimes
accompanied on the same handle by a secondary
stamp with a single letter, as on Rhodian amphora
handles of the same date (cf. 2b and 3b on PI. 1);

/)l.ff,;.‘,( /s /,-.;' N
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note that altl';ough 19 is from a Knidian jar,

"AptoroxAfs himself was a Rhodian. On 19-21, see

e e

f —

B{‘OO}above with foothotes 40-42. Ca. 188-183 B.c. d‘-P I—f = ) K

20. Knidian stamped handle from the Athenian
Agora, SS 5688, from a late context, found in 1936
in Section T. The stamp is an example-of KT 237, of
which the reading is as follows:
ApioToxAeds
head and forepaw of lion

Nine duplicates of the stamp of 20 are known, of
which 2 are in Alexandria and the rest in Athens; no
useful context is available. SS 5688 has been cited:

Grace 1949, p. 187 under no. 6. On 19-21, see p. 007

above with footnotes 40-42. Ca. 188-180 B.c.?

21. Knidian stamped handle from the Benaki Col-
lection in Alexandria, KT 238 ABC 9. On the Be-
naki Collection, see reference at the end of Appendix
4 above. For permission to publish 21, I am indebted
to Dr. Yousseff El-Ghiriany. The reading of KT
238 is as follows:
"AptaTok)eds
rose ;

Thirty-one more examples of KT 238 are on file
with us, ie. of this Rhodian type on Knidian
handles, of which 15 are in Athens and very likely all
15 were found there, 1 is in Corinth, 13 in Alex-
andria, 1 from Memphis in Egypt is now in Phila-
delphia (University of Pennsylvania Museum, inv.
nos. 29-71-135 and M 11720), and 1 is in Delos.
The Corinth example has been published: Grace
1949, pl. 20 and p. 187, no. 6. Some examples have a
Haw, making the omicron look something like a rho;
photographs record this flaw in ABC 3 and 5 of the
Benaki Collection. ABC 5 is a rather small handle,
evidently from a fractional jar. For recording the
material from Memphis, I had in 1957 much help
from Professor G. R. Edwards and from his volun-
teer assistant, Miss Shahira Khayatt of Egypt.

On 19-21, see p- 00 above with footnotes 40-42.
Ca. 182-175 s.cc.
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Rhodian stamped amphoras of AAMOKPATHE (1. a fragment, and 2) and of HITTOKPATHE (3) and

their stamps. contemporary with the end date of the Middle Stoa filling Jars
decade of 2nd century B.c.

at 110, stamps at 1:1. Second
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PLATE 2

Knidian amphoras and associated stamps (4-9) and Sinopean stamps (10-12), present or paralleled in
the Middle Stoa filling. Jars at 1:10, stamps at 1:1. 3rd century to second decade of 2nd century B.C.
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Knidian amphoras and associated stamps (13-18) and circular stamps of the Rhodian APIZTOKAHE
on Knidian amphora handles (19-21). Jars at 1:10. stamps at 1:1. First half of 2nd century B.C.
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PLATE 4

AV

: _ : . 3
b. The Middle Stoa complex. The buildings crowding in to the left and the siairs to the north terrace are later
additions
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Scaffolding for setting up an outer colonnade. See .%I_rplend}x
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THE MIDDLE STOA DATED BY AMPHORA STAMPS

(PraTes 1-3)
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_Jad-~ N HIS ADDRESS at the celebration of the first hundred years of the Archaeological § ¢
Institute of America, Kurt Bittel attributed to the work of some earlier German excava-
tors a perhaps undue emphasis on architecture at the expense of “the observation and evalu-
ation of small movable objects” found in excavating the buildings.! Stamped amphora

' K. Bittel, “The German Perspective and the German Archaeological Institute,” A/A4 84, 1980, pp- 271~
277; the quotation is from p. 275. The paper was read by H.G. Giiterbock at the Eighty-First General Meet-
ing of the Archaeological Institute of America, in Boston, on December 28, 1979.

The present article was originally intended for the Festschrift for Homer Thompson, Hesperia, Supple-
ment XX. Thope he will accept it as a further supplement to that volume. I am obliged to him for comments on
the manuscript which have resulted in various needed clarifications in my text. I have profited also from
helpful suggestions by other readers, in particular W. B. Dinsmoor, Jr., P. M. W. Matheson, M. B. Wallace,
and A. Boegehold; others are mentioned below. None of these is responsible for my errors or for my con-

clusions.
Works frequently cited will be abbreviated as follows:

Agora XI1 = B. A. Sparkes and L. Talcott, The Athenian Agora, XI1, Black and Plain Pottery of
the 6th, 3th and 4th Centuries B.C., Princeton 1970

Agora X1V = H. A. Thompson and R. E. Wycherly, The Athenian Agora. X1V, The Agora of
Athens, Princeton 1972

Agora XXII = S. L. Rotroff. The Athenian Agora, XXII, Hellenistic Pottery: Athenian and Im-
ported Moldmade Bowis, Princeton 1982

Amphoras = V. R. Grace, Amphoras and the Ancient Wine Trade, Excavations of the Athenian

Agora, Picture Book No. 6. rev. ed., Princeron 1979

Coulton 1976 = J. J. Coulton, The Architectural De: elopment of the Greek Stoa. Oxford 1976

Délos XXVII =V. R. Grace and M. Savvatianou-Petropoulakou, “Les timbres amphoriques
grecs” (Chapitre XIV) in Exploration archéologique de Délos, XX VII, Lilot de
la Maison des Come':q':'g’ns, P. Bruneau, ed.. Paris 1970, pp. 277-382

Garlan 1979 =Y. Garlan, “Koukos! donnces nouvelles pour une nouvelle interprétation des
timbres amphoriques thasiens,” BCH, Suppl. V. Paris 1979, pp. 213-268

Hesperia 54, 1



THE MIDDLE STOA DATED BY AMPHORA STAMPS 3

handles, to be sure, sometimes escaped such oblivious enmity in those days by dint of being
counted as inscriptions rather than as small finds and by appearing in large numbers. Thus
we have the excellent and still basic publication by Schuchhardt in 1895 of some 782 am-
phora stamps, mostly Rhodian, found in Pergamon in a filling dumped in ancient times
between the foundations of a room set between the earlier and the later city walls.? Professor
Bittel had more in mind than the mutual development of chronologies that might resuit
from studies of small finds in relation to buildings. The dimension of time, however, must be
set up in the best possible way before we can learn what we should in, as he suggests, the
economic and social fields. Such studies of material in context in a large excavation can only
be enabled by a complex, well-planned, and strict system of recording, such as that devised
by T. Leslie Shear for the excavations of the Athenian Agora of the 1930’s and greatly

Grace 1934 = V. Grace, “Stamped Amphora Handles found in 1931-1932." Hespena 3, 1934,
pp. 197-310

Grace 1949 = V. Grace, “Standard Pottery Containers of the Ancient Greek World.” Hesperia,
Suppl. VIII, Princeton 1949, pp. 175-189

Grace 1952 = V. Grace, “Timbres amphoriques trouvés a Délos,” BCH 76, 1952, pp. 514-540

Grace 1968 =V. Grace, “Die gestempelten Amphorenhenke! aus stratigraphisch gesicherten

Fundzusammenhingen,” Exkurs in O. Ziegenaus and G. de Luca, Altertiimer
von Pergamon, X1, Das Asklepieion, Berlin 1968, pp. 175-178. The author
saw no proof of this Exkurs, which contains many errors not in the manuscript.

Grace 1971 = V. R. Grace, “Samian Amphoras,” Hesperia 40, 1971, pp. 52-95

Grace 1974 = V. R. Grace, “Revisions in Early Hellenistic Chronology,” AthMitt 89, 1974, pp.
193-200

Grakov 1929 = B. N. Grakov, Ancient Greek Pottery Stamps with the Names of Astynomoi, Mos-
cow 1929 (in Russian)

Guide? = H. A. Thompson, The Athenian Agora, A Guide to the Excavation and Museum,
3rd ed., Athens 1976

Knackfuss 1924 = H. Knackfuss, Milet, 1, vii, Der Sudmarkt und die benachbarten Bauanlagen, Ber-
lin 1924, pp. 156-176 (on the Magazinhalle)

Nessana | = V. R. Grace, apud H. D. Colt et al., Excavations at Nessana 1, London 1962, pp.
106-130

Nilsson 1909 = M. P. Nilsson, “Timbres amphoriques de Lindos,” in Exploration archéologique
de Rhodes V, Copenhagen 1909

Pnyx = V. R. Grace, “Stamped Wine Jar Fragments,” in Small Objects from the Pnyx: 1,
Hesperia, Suppl. X, Princeton 1956, pp. 113-189

Rickman 1971 = G. Rickman, Roman Granaries and Store Buildings, Cambridge 1971

Schuchhardt 1895 = C. Schuchhardt, in Altertiimer von Pergamon, VIII, Inschriften ii, Berlin 1895,
pp- 423-499

Tarsus I = H. Goldman et al., Excavations at Gézlii Kule, Tarsus I, Princeton 1950

Thompson 1934 = H. A. Thompson, “Two Centuries of Hellenistic Pottery,” Hesperia 3, 1934, pp.
311-480

? See Schuchhardt 1895, p. 423. For a recent discussion of the deposit. see Délos XXVII, especially pp.
290-291. This publication, Chapter XIV of the volume on the Maison des Comédiens on Delos, includes a
general review of studies of container amphoras and their stamps (usually on the handles) with much biblio-
graphy; see pp. 278-280 for an introduction to the subject. or the reader may just consult the pamphlet Am-
phoras, in particular the text accompanying figures 21-25 in that unpaged booklet. Third-century dates in
Délos XXV1I should be revised as indicated in Grace 1974, p- 200. Further on Grace 1974, see below, Ap-

pendix 2. Further on the Pergamon deposit, see p. 000 below with footnote 32; figures given have been some-
what revised following corrections in readings.
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Fic. 2. Middle Stoa, West End in Original Form, from Northwest (W. B. Dinsmoor, Jr.)

developed by Lucy Talcott.? The basis of such records is, of course, the excavator’s grasp of
what he sees and his managing 1o record it while the impression is fresh. One of my early
recollections of Homer Thompson is of learning from him, in 1942, that although stamped
amphora handles were supposed to be Hellenistic, he had found some in definitely Classical
company; he showed me several, which gave me a permanent taste for the Thasian class.* If
the information no longer surprises, it is in great part because of the impact of the large
group of early Thasian stamped handles excavated by Thompson at the Pnyx, in the Filling
of Period IIT of the Assembly Place, which established the priority of the two-name Thasian
stamps, fixing them before about 340 B.c.® For the place of container amphoras in the

* For appreciation still felt, see Grace 1934, p. 200 with note 5; Délos XX VII, p. 278, last paragraph of
note.

* For the handles, see Grace 1934, p- 210, nos. 1-3. On the deposit, Hesperia 24,1955, p. 185 under no. 25
(P. E. Corbett); Agora XII, p- 393, under H 17:5: Corbett cites the publication of the stamped handles. Dis-
cussion of the subgroup of Thasian. Pnyx, pp. 127 and 129 under b and ¢; these stamps, however, would now
be dated about mid-4th century s.c.

* Summary on the Pnyx: J. Travlos. Pictonal Dictionary of Ancient Athens, London 1971, pp. 466-476,
with bibliography, p. 467. Summary on the Pnyx evidence dating the two-name stamps: Délos XX VTI, botiom
of p. 355. Cf. Garlan 1979, p. 246 with note 12. Most recently on the Pnyx as a whole, see H. A. Thompson,
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general archaeological mind in 1932, I quote from a letter (of 1951) from a distinguished
archaeologist, the late Professor C. H. Emilie Haspels of Amsterdam, in reference to an
investigation of what must have been an ancient pottery works for the production of am-
phoras in Thasos, a workshop which in the light of modern information is seen to have
operated from early in the 4th century B.c.: “Re the amphoras: I called them Hellenistic at
the time (in 1932 or *33) for the only reason that we . . . were used to speak of "Hellenistic
pointed amphorae’. Almost a term like West Slope ware or Megarian bowls.” Here is one
of the places where Homer Thompson has enabled us to take a big step forward.

DATING THE CONSTRUCTION FILLING
BY THE AMPHORA STAMPS CONTAINED

The thesis of the present paper has been known to Thompson and other interested persons
since July 11, 1956, when I completed a report on the stamped amphora handles found in
the building fill of the Middle Stoa in the Athenian Agora, about 1500 in number. The
report was circulated at the Agora and has remained on file there.” The date which the
handles seemed to indicate as that of the lower limit of the fill was the second decade of the
2nd century B.c.® So early a date was not generally accepted at that time; there were conflicts
to be resolved: for instance some coins in the fill had been dated in the second quarter of the
century. Further studies of the various stamp sequences represented in the fill continued to
point to the same decade for its probable lower limit; eventually, counting the terms of
dating officials in Rhodian stamps brought us to a proposed end date of the stamps in the
filling of about 183 or 182 B.c.’ Finally, we have in 1972 Homer Thompson’s considered
date for the start of construction of the Middle Stoa itself, “late in the first quarter of the 2nd
century B.C.”'? The coins have now been published by F. S. Kleiner, who finds nothing that
he need date later than about 180 B.c. More recently, the molded relief bowls in the filling

have been described by S. I. Rotroff as “similar to those in other deposits of early 2nd
century.”!!

“The Pnyx in Models,” Hesperia, Suppl. XIX, Studies in Attic Epigraphy, History and Topography Pre-
sented to Eugene Vanderpool, Princeton 1982, pp. 133-147.

¢On the Haspels investigation in Thasos, see Garlan 1979, pp. 256-258, taken from an unpublished
excavation report, apparently of late 1933.

" Filed with Deposit Summaries, under its grid position H-K 12-14. Text accompanied by extensive lists,
and analyses by class, of the stamped handles from the Middle Stoa construction flling, also of those from
some related groups found in the neighborhood; lists also of the individual grid positions cited by the ex-
cavators. We are under considerable obligation 10 G. R. Edwards for making definitive the primary list, of

items to be counted as coming from the filling, especially for the earlier (pre-war) finds. Cf. p. (00 below with
footnote 57. ’

® Published statement in 1962, Nessana I, p. 124.
* Délos XX VII, p. 291, and see p. 000 below in the present article.

19 Agora XIV, p. 67. The date gﬁ'ggTo"f the filling in Agora IV (1958), VIII (1962), and XII (1970), in the
deposit lists, had been to ca. 150 B.c., a date evidently derived from that appearing in Edwards’ 1956 publica-
tion; see footnote 56 below (date of filling equals that of start of long-petal bowls). Correct some references in
Agora X1V, p. 66, note 179: the quotation actually comes from Délos XXVII, p. 382, and other relevant
passages are evidently :bid., pp. 290-291, 320.

"' F. 8. Kleiner, Hesperia 44,1975, pp. 303-311. (For his separate Deposit 111, p 311, I have not been able
10 identify handles that we discussed in this connection, cf. his note 14.) For Rotroff’s comment, see Agora
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two large classes: Rhodian, 23%, Knidian, 62%. We are particularly concerned here with
the end date of the Middle Stoa filling, but in considering percentages should reckon with
the fact that it contained much earlier material; of the stamps, there are many Rhodian of
the 3rd century and Thasian of the 4th as well as of the 3rd. Knidian stamps with names (as
distinct from what we call Early Knidian, that have abbreviations, monograms, ligatures, or
just devices'?) do not seem to have been produced before the last quarter of the 3rd century.
Once in use, stamped Knidian gain steadily on stamped Rhodian as imports to Athens.
Already by the middle of the 2nd century, figures for the Stoa of Attalos filling show about
35 stamped handles to 70, Rhodian to Knidian, and none of the Rhodian is datable later
than the first quarter of the century. A group of stamped handles in Athens datable in the
second half of the century may be 100% Knidian: see below, Appendix 2, on Thompson’s
Hellenistic Group E. The shrinking of the Rhodian figures in Athens during the 2nd
century B.C. (which makes something of a slide rule for dating deposits) does not reflect a
decrease in production and export from Rhodes, but, according to Rostovizeff,'* “the gra-
dual emancipation of Athens from the commercial hegemony of Rhodes, an emancipation
which began earlier than 166, .. ..” That there was indeed no decrease in production of
stamped amphoras in Rhodes before the late 2nd century B.c. is another story, important in
itself; see Appendix 4 for relevant figures derived from the Benaki collection in Alexandria.

EVIDENCE OF THE RHODIAN STAMPS

For the Rhodian in the Middle Stoa filling, we have an extensive correspondence with
those in another big foundation filling, that in the building in Pergamon cited above (p. 000
above with footnote 2). The Rhodian in the Pergamon deposit are 782 to our 885, and there
are a great number of individual parallels. A difference is that those in Pergamon are mostly
close together in date, while those from the Middle Stoa filling, as noted above, include
many earlier items. A difference more interesting for the lower limit of the Middle Stoa
filling is that a few Rhodian eponyms (dating officials), who are named in the Pergamon
deposit on as many as 4 to 24 handles per name, do not appear at all in the Middle Stoa

filling. These are as follows; figures in parentheses show how many handles in the Per-
gamon deposit name each individual:

’Ayéarparos 2nd (4)

storage, and figures include some 4865 items which have not been inventoried because they are inferior dupli-
cates of inventoried itemns and have no useful excavation context. The figures are not very up to date, but in any
case recent excavations have not added new stamped handles to our collection at the earlier rate. Last inven-
tory number of the 1960 count: SS 144027 last of the 1980 season: SS 14843 Cf. Déios XX VII, p. 282.

'3 Cf. Grace 1934, p. 280, no. 233, Early Knidian stamp on a whole amphora from Thompson’s Group B;
cof. :bid., p. 202, fig. 1, no. 6, for the jar. For the date of Group B, see Appendix 2 below (date now ca. 240 B.c.).
Cf. Grace 1952, pl. XIX:1, for another Early Knidian stamp.

4 Social and Economic History of the Hellenistic World, Oxford 1941, p. 1647. It should be remarked that
the relative figures of Rhodian and Knidian handles in fillings of the first half of the 2nd century B.c., such as
that of the Stoa of Attalos mentioned above, may be somewhat misltading as indications of relative volume of
trade. If the Knidian production of 188-167 s.c. was under Rhodian control, then from the point of view of
trade at least half of the 70 Knidian in the the Stoa of Attalos filling, those dated by phrourarchoi, should

presumably be counted as Rhodian. On the phrourarchoi and Rhodian control, see below weith-fac-
moreE 7B | also Appendix 1, 966
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"Aparodavys 1st (8)
'Aptoretdas 2nd (10)
’Aptcrodapos 2nd (24)
’Apiorwr 2nd (20) ,
"Apxthattas (3) e
Xevoqbanr (4) =

No one of these seven eponyms occurs in the Middle Stoa filling (an ’Aptoreidas named
on a single handle, SS 12862 is readily distinguishable as a homonym of the 3rd
century B.C. by the shape and finish of the handle). On the other hand, despite the steady
decrease, discussed above, of Rhodian imports to Athens during the first half of the 2nd
century, we do have handles at the Agora (although not in the Middle Stoa filling) that are
dated by all seven of these eponyms, some from consistent post-Middle Stoa deposits: cf.
four from the Stoa of Attalos filling, SS 10492 haming "Aparoddvys 1st, and SS 10730,”

v v . 5 7
10739, and 13370, naming 'ApwoTedas 2nd.

These seven eponyms therefore suggest a period of seven years immediately after the
end date of the Middle Stoa filling but before the close of the Pergamon deposit. The sug-
gestion is strengthened by the fact that all seven names are known on handles that bear also
secondary stamps set in the common way at the attachment of the handle to the neck of the
jar, a practice that was just beginning in the period of the Middle Stoa. Only one such stamp
appears in the filling, a small rose with no letters, in a single example, SS 12717; for a
similar stamp, better preserved, see Plate 1, 1. No part of the main stamp of SS 12717 is
preserved, but this secondary stamp is known only on handles from amphoras of the potter
Aapokparns in the terms of KaXAiwparidas 2nd, KAevkparns 1st, and Tdppayos; all these
persons occur in both the Pergamon and the Middle Stoa fillings. The rose secondary stamp
is an early one in this series, dated in the early 2nd century B.c. by context in Tarsus.!s Of
eponyms named in the Middle Stoa filling, only three are known to occur with secondary
stamps of the slightly later kind in which a letter replaces the earlier rose, the kind that
accompany the seven names listed above, those present in the Pergamon deposit but not in
the Middle Stoa filling. The three in the Middle Stoa filling are Nikacayopas 1st, Qealdy-
7os, and 'Afavédoros, perhaps in that order; for samples of the secondary stamps accom-
panying the first two, see Plate 1, 2b and 3b. These are then probably the latest Rhodian
eponyms in the Middle Stoa filling and were no doubt preceded by the three mentioned as
occurring with the rose secondary stamp. It seems at present a fair guess that the use of these

'S Tarsus I, p. 145, no. 75 B; the context, “top level, Middle Hellenistic Unit”, indicates a date of late 3rd—
early 2nd century B.c, cf. ibid.. pp. 30-31. Note that the restoration of the name KaXAwparys in the main
stamp of no. 75 does not now seem correct.

On secondary stamps on Rhodian handles. usages and dates, see Délos XXVII, p- 380, index to dis-
cussions on the subject in various parts of our chaprer in that volume, where references to the earlier literature
on the subject will be found. Cormgendum: the early Rhodian fabricant £d7ds there mentioned, now dated ca. -
mid-3rd century B.c., does use secondary stamps: a nearly whole amphora of his in Rhodes has a secondary <
stamp (with a monogram) beside each of its main stamps on the tops of the handles (temporary inv. no. ML
547, dated by the eponym ’Exixappos; mentioned here by permission of Mr. L. Papachr‘ismdoxjiou).

_ Note my suggestion, Tarsus I, p. 135, note 2, that the two betas on ibid., fig. 117,76 B and 77 B indicate a
pair of names perhaps from the same amphora was correctly discarded by D. B. Shelov, Pottery Stamps from

Tanais, Moscow 1975 (in Russian), p. 23; the two secondary stamps are obviously not from the same die. See
below, pp-506-068,
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secondary stamps, by certain potters with large output, began in or soon after 188 B.c., at
the time of the chief Rhodian expansion on the continent; through the 2nd century these
additional control stamps continued in use by big producers such as M3as” (see below,
Appendix 4); many stamped handles from his jars bear secondary stamps. For the end date
of the Rhodian in the Middle Stoa filling, I lav out the proposed sequence of eponyms, with

figures for the number of handles bearing these names in the two large deposits:
188-186 KaMAtwkparidas 2nd, KAevxparys Ist, and Iiupayos

183 Nikacayopas 1st (Middle Stoa filling 8, Pergamon deposit 9)
184 Qeaidnros (Middle Stoa filling 6; Pergamon deposit 12)
183 "ABavcboros (Middle Stoa filling 4; Pergamon deposit 17)

182-176 The 7 present in the Pergamon deposit and not at all in the Middle Stoa Building fll
("Ayéarparos 2nd, etc., listed above).

The dates assigned are supported by a variety of other bits of evidence, including other
contexts, and the chain of name connections between potters and dating officials, derived
from the study of pairs of names from the two series, of which the most convincing are found
combined on whole amphoras or fragments preserving both stamped handles. See Plate 1,
which illustrates two whole jars, 2 and 3, from the stamped tops of the handles of which we
take two such pairs of names. 2a and 2c show the dating and endorsing stamps respectively
of 2, an amphora of Aapexparys dated in the term of Nikacaydpas, in the month Tuivbeos,
3a and 3c the stamps of 3, an amphora of “Izmoxpdrys in the term of Oealdyros, in the
month IMavapos.'® Each of these jars has also a secondary stamp, set on the side of the upper
attachment of (in the case of these jars) the fabricant handle, actually visible in the side
views of the two jars, as well as in 2b and 3b. Attested secondary stamps used by Aapo-
xpars (those of which we have rubbings or photographs) are the little rose (P1. 1, 1) and
slightly variant rose typc?end the letters, singly, A, K, C (i.e. lunate sigma), T, Y. Most of
these are used also by “I#7okpdrys, that is, the dies seem to have been taken over; for this
and other reasons we conclude that the products of the two potters are from the same shop.
The shop will have changed hands between the making of the two jars shown: 2 names the
latest of many dating officials known with Aaporparns, and 3 the earliest of still more
known with ‘Izmokpdrys, whose career can be followed to probably the middle of the 2nd
century. The secondary stamp 3b with its distinctive beta is so far on record only from jars
of “Immokparys, not those of Aapokpdrys. This may be an accident of preservation for the
moment; someone may find a handle with the rose stamp of Aapokparys on top and this
characteristic beta stamped on its side. Otherwise the handle in Tarsus!” that combines this
secondary stamp with a rose main stamp naming Nikagayopas suggests that the change in
management took place during the term of this eponym; which is, I suppose, more likely

than not. At present this particular beta is known only with the eponyms Nuwacaydpas 1st
r - . e E
and Oeatdnros and with the fabricant ‘Iz moxpdrs.

Contemporary with the activities of ‘Izmokpdrys were those of the Rhodian "Apta-)

TokA7)s who made and marked Knidian amphoras as well as producing a great number of
Rhodian ones with rose stamps like those of “Immoxparys; for some of his Knidian stamps,

16 - - - 2 =)
For documentation, readings, etc., of the illustrated items. see Caralogue below.

" Tarsus 1, fig. 117, 76 A, 76 B. Note a second (unpublished) examplE of the combination: duplicates of
both stamps were found on a handle in the Musée Gréco-Romain in Alexandria (A VG 1485)

Sl
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see Plate 3, 19-21. The two men seem both to have succeeded to the shop of Aapoxparys.
perhaps they were brothers; in any case this ’ApteroxA7s seems to have been the son of the
Aaporparns who made the amphora on Plate 1, 2. The two contemporaries, "ApLaTokATs
and ‘Imwoxparys, used over the years a great number of secondary stamps, at least 25
different ones each, some of which appear to be common to both (but a study of dies has not
yet been made). Oddly, although for both brothers(?) there are many known or reasonably
guessed pairs with dating officials, all datable between about 183 B.c. and the middle of the
century, we have up to the present no indication that both "AptorokAs)s and “Izmoxparys
ever dated jars in the same year.'® During the period of production of these two, no other
fabricants are known to have used secondary stamps; but about the middle of the century,
their amphoras seem to have been replaced by those of Tiuofevos;again bearing circular
rose stamps plus secondary stamps. It is interesting to note that secondary stamps were used
also on Knidian amphoras by fabricants named ’AptoroxAys and Tiuofevos who used rec-
tangular main stamps; their dates correspond with those of the Rhodians of the same names.
After the mid-century, other Rhodian fabricants used secondary stamps, including some
whose main stamps are rectangular: cf. Midas (see Appendix 4).

Through a lapse in processing, the eponym 'Afavodoros had not been listed in our
archives as occurring with secondary stamps, but in fact there are a few handles that name
him in circular rose types and bear also secondary stamps with the letters tau and upsilon
(singly) like those used by both Aapokparyns and “Inmokpdrys (i.e. apparently from the
same dies). "’Afavodoros had in any case been listed in my tentative sequence only a few
years too early, because name connections place him closely. Potters known to have dated
jars by his name are "AyafoxAfs 2nd, ’Aptvras with wreath, "Avripaxos with caduceus,
’AploTwv with caduceus, Yapawiwy with asterisks, and d)u\at’moi'; this is to name only the
“real” pairs, i.e. whole jars or tops of jars with both stamped handles preserved. The epo-
nyms named by these potters on other jars of theirs in each case overlap the period ca.
188-176 B.c. and in some cases are only of this period. It now seems likely that *A8arcdoros
is the latest Rhodian eponym whose name is present in the Middle Stoa building fill.*®

'® On the dynasty Aapoxparys, 'ApioroxAis, Aapokparns 6 "Apioroxheds. etc., of. Délos XXVII, p. 280,
also pp. 327-328 under E 66, and elsewhere (see index, pp. 375, 376). On ‘Izwoxpdrys, see now V. Grace
apud J. Bouzek, Anatotian Collection of Charles University [Kyme 1), Prague 1974, pp. 94-95, under A 3.

Note that this "AporokA7)s (contemporary of “Izwoxparys) is not the earliest to endorse Rhodian circu-
lar stamps with rose, but there was at least one earlier Rhodian fabricant of this name, who worked probably
in the third quarter of the 3rd century s.c. For a published stamp of his. see M.-T. Lenger, BCH 81, 1957, PP
164 165. no. 88. fig. 2 (from Argos). Presumably the "ApworokAfs named in Mlle. Lenger's stamp was the
father of the fabricant of 2. i

'* Rose stamps naming the eponym "ABarddoros and accompanied by secondary stamps:

1) with month Aalies, secondary stamp tau like those on handles of Aapoxpdrys and “Inwokpdrys:
handle in the Benaki collection in Alexandria, classified under RE 16 (the eponym’s number); rubbings
brought to the Agora in January 1967 by B. Turzvnski. )

2) with month O¢apodopios, secondary stamp upsilon like those used by Aapokparys and Inwoxpa-
77s. Eton College Collection, no. 138 of the stamped handles. My records of the collection I owe to the
kindness of the late George Tait and of several of his students of the "60s. including particularly Nicholas
Haringion. -

. 3) with same month and probably same die as in (2), a secondarv stamp is indicated in a drawing but not
identified or mentioned: F. Benoit, “Nouvelles épaves de Provence,” Galha 16, 1958, reading on p. 33, draw-
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So much for the usefulness of eponym-fabricant name connections in building the
chronology of amphora stamps, for an indication of where we find the most convincing
pairs, and for the corroborative evidence supplied by secondary stamps. Whole amphoras,
however, and even large fragments help, of course, in another way to supplement and con-
solidate the dating evidence, and that is by the evolution of the shapes and dimensions of the
Jars, the most obvious tendency of Rhodian ones, from the late 3rd to perhaps the late 2nd
century B.C., being to grow slowly taller and slimmer, the neck and handles taller in propor-
tion to the jar as a whole. 2 and 3 in Plate 1, closely contemporary, fit into the Rhodian
series in Amphoras, fig. 62 after the first jar in that picture; they postdate it by about 20
years, according to the eponyms named. They are even closer, especially 3, to another pub-
lished amphora, one of "AptoroxAds in the term of Apxthafdas, an eponym present in the
Pergamon deposit but not in the Middle Stoa filling, hence datable very soon after Qeai-
dn7os of 3.2° The stages of the change in shape, placed according to the tentative sequence of
names, form a control, and thus the chronology is adjusted. Contrast in shape and dimen-
sions of the amphoras makes it easy to distinguish between eponyms of the same name who
may be two generations apart, when whole jars are preserved that name them; for instance
between the Nixacaydpas of ca. 185 B.c. who dates 2 (PI. 1), and the later one named on an
amphora of Ed¢pavwp, perhaps there, the Nikacayopas whose term as priest of Halios is
dated epigraphically shortly after 123 B.c. The later Jar (unpublished) has considerably
longer neck, handles, and body, and the handles bow out noticeably, another relatively late
feature; its capacity is about 25% greater than that of 2.2!

Historical considerations have bearing, and it may be noted that in the origiaal publica-
tion the proposed date for the Pergamon deposit was late 3rd to early 2nd century B.c., as a
time of friendly relations between Pergamon and Rhodes.?? Sometimes, as with Nixa-

ing in fig. 41, p. 32 (from Anse Saint-Roch, Antibes).

4) with unrestored month, secondary stamp upsilon: D. B. Shelov, “Pottery Stamps from the Excavations
at Phanagoria,” Materials and Studies of Archeology in the USSR, no. 57, [1957] (in Russian), p. 138, table,
eponym entry 37. The stamps are not illusirated so the dies are not known. I have restored the name of the
eponym: ['Afav]odérov. There is no other possibility.

The data for Abavdéoros are given here in detail because this name was omitted from among the latest
eponyms in the Middle Stoa building fill in information given to S. I. Rotroff: see Agora XXII, p. 102. It is

perhaps also of interest to show for one name the kind of evidence available as documentation for statements on
others.

20 Grace 1949, pl. 19 and
beta is not illustrated.

#1On two eponyms Nwacayopas and references to the two Jars, see Délos XXVII, p. 306 under E 15
(upper paragraph). Capacity of the later jar and comparative figures, cf. “The Commercial Amphoras from
the Antikythera Shipwreck,” T4PS 53, 1963, p. 7, note 8; the jar is in the Nicosia Museum. Cvprus. inv no
CMC 198. The “bowing out” of the handles results from drawing them in below to accommodate to a slimmer
body; cf. 0p. cit., p. 6. For the epigraphical date of an eponym Nikaoaydpas, see C. Blinkenberg, Lindos,
Fouf{fﬂs de I'Acropole 1902— 1914, 11 Inscripuions 1. Berlin and Copenhagen 1941, p. 536, no. 246 (Nixa-
cayopas "Izwoxheds); 123 p.c. is the date attributed to him as priest of Athana Lindia, cf. ibid., p- 125, and
the priesthood of Halios, which apparently he also held, would probably have fallen shortly afterward. on
something resembling a cursus honorum in Rhodes. see L. Morricone, “I sacerdoti di Halios,” ASAtene 27 -29,

1949-1951, P- 375. In Rhodes, official documents were dated by the name of the priest of Halios, who was
changed annually.

*? Schuchhardt 1895, p. 432. In

p- 186.n0. 5; stamps, pl. 20 and p. 187, nos. 4, 5; regrettably, the secondary stamp

the excellent dissertation of F. Bleckmann, Dr inscriptionibus quae legun-
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gayopas 2nd just mentioned, one may suggest identificetions of persons in stamps with
persons known in epigraphical or literary texts. Thus it is possible that O¢aldnros, tenta-
tively listed here as the next to latest Rhodian eponym in the Middle Stoa filling, was the
father of "Acrvundns Oeaidrirov, who was the priest of Athana Lindia in 154 B.c. and
perhaps then of Halios a year or so afterward. According to Polybios, the son was sent to
Rome on missions in 168, 164, and 153 B.c.; and the father, perhaps the Geaidnros of 3.
died in Rome in 167/6, being then over eighty years of age.?* One would like, again, to
associate with the potter dynasty Aapoxparys-"ApiorokAds, etc. (see p- 000 above, with
footnote 18), a Rhodian mentioned on a Thasian stone, "ApiorokAfis § [ Jxpdrevs, secre-
tary of the boula of Rhodes in the term of the priest of Halios O¢paavdpos. A date of
69,68 B.C. is tentatively proposed for the stone in the publication; the authors tell us, how-
ever, that the letter forms could well be of the second half of the 2nd century B.c. Such a date
would fit with that of the eponym ©époavdpos known in stamps; we have no evidence of a
later homonym. In that case, perhaps the secretary of the Rhodian boula had actually been,
in his creative youth, the "AptoroxAdjs of the stamp types 19, 20, and 21 (Pl. 3). By, say,
140 B.c., and given his family history, our man must have been a substantial citizen 2*

tur in vasculis Rhodis, Gottingen 1907, Schuchhardt’s dating is used and developed; see especially Bleck-
mann's p. 25. Cf. Délos XXVII, p. 290.

** For the Lindian priesthood of "Acruunéns Oeadnirov, see Blinkenberg, op. cit. (footnote 21 above), p.
121, under the vear 154, with commentaryv below; see further ibid., pp- 488-490. (No mention in these in-
scriptions of a priesthood of Halios. It should be observed that Blinkenberg counted the existence of a name as
epc uym in Rhodian amphora stamps as sufficient evidence that the person named was a priesmof Halios.) On
nawes of Rhodian eponyms in stamps for whom identifications have been proposed with priests named in
inscriptions, of. Délos XXVII, p. 299 with references. Of particular interest is the triple correspondence
examined :b14., p. 313, under E 34. of three known stamp eponyms with three priests of Halios cited in SEG
II1. 674. The stone has been discussed recently by P. M. Fraser (Rhod:an Funerary Monuments, Oxford
1977, pp. 60-61), but in his documentation {Pp- 150-151) the author fails to use the text on E 34 with its
clarification on the dates of the stamp eponvms. which is based on information not available to the scholars he
qu- tes. :

On "Acrvundns and Oealtnros in stamps, apparently persons mentioned by Polybios, see the com-
mentary by Bleckmann, op. cit. (footnote 22 above), pp. 19-20. Cf. recently F. W. Walbank, 4 Historical
Commentary on Polybios, Oxford 1979, p. 303. on persons with these names: correct the priesthood of
154 B.c,, which (as just noted) was that of Athana Lindia, not that of Halios. The stamps proyide an earlier
eponym 'AgTvutdns, but his year as priest of Halios should date nearer 213 than 204 (cf. /oc. cit.; they pro-
vide also a much later one, who has been identified tentatively with a priest of Athana Lindia of 46 B.c., see
Délos XXVIL. p. 299 with note 3).

Ocaidyros is given a vear, 188 B.c, as priest of Athana Lindia by H. van Gelder (“Over Rhodische
Kruikstempels en hun Belang voor onze Kennis van den Rhodischen Handel.” Verslagen en Mededeelingen
der Koninklijke Akademie van H"erenschappen: Afdeeling Letterkunde, 3e Reeks. Deel I, Amsterdam 1915, p-
202). Van Gelder gives as source an inscription “not vet published” by Blinkenberg. No such inscription
appears in Blinkenberg's comprehensive volume of 1941 cited above: and P. M. Fraser kindly informs me, in a
letter of 22.VI1.81, that there is no epigraphical reference for any priesthood of Oeailn7os in the records from
which he is compiling the new Lexicon of Greek Personal Names.

It should perhaps be remarked that agreement on date as between homonyms inscribed in stone and in
Stamp dies has sometimes been considerably more difficult than in the case of the names just discussed. See
below. Appendix 5, on the dates of Rhodian eponyms named AapokAys.

** For the Thasian inscription, see C. Dunant and J- Pouilloux,” Etudes thasiennes, V., Recherches sur
histoire et les cultes de Thasos, I1. Paris 1958, pp. 26-35, no. 172; on the “écriture”, see top of p. 31. The
authors’ date depends on their i}demiﬁcation of a Roman governor who is mentioned: they examine seven

[
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Analogous to the Rhodian potier dynasty Aapoxparys-"AptoroxAijs would be the earlier
Thasian one, again with aristocratic names, recently identified at Kalonero on Thasos by Y.
Garlan. In the waste of an ancient pottery works he found many amphora fragments bear-
ing stamps of one or other of two potters, ’prmydpm and AnuaXkys, the potter’s name
always combined with that of a dating official, the two series of dating officials entirely
distinct from one another. Two-name Thasian stamps date from about 390 to about
340 B.c., cf. p. 000 below, footnote 43. Garlan has matched the two potters’ names with
those of an epigraphically known Thasian family in which fathers and sons were called
successively AnuaXkns and ’Aptorayopys, an alternation of names that can be followed in
Thasian inscriptions from about 370 B.c. for nearly a century.??

EVIDENCE OF THE K.NIDIAN‘__S_TAMPS

The Knidian amphora stamps in the Middle Stoa filling are possibly even more critical
than the Rhodian for dating the filling itself as well as for establishing the earlier chrono-
logical sequence of their class, i.e. for the mutual development of chronologies. They are
largely a close group. Over half are dated in 11 eponym terms, those of Aapoyévns 1st,
Edkparys 1st, O7poxparys 1st, KéAAioros, Aéwr, Avadrios, Myrpédwpos, NikaoiBov-
Xos, TloAtotxms, Twkpdryns, Pilimmos 1st; the names are variously abbreviated in the
stamps. At least 9 handles in the filling are dated by each of the foregoing names; see Appen-
dix 1 below for individual figures. Three more eponyms whose names each appear on 5
handles in the filling are Ocuiorwraros, KAetropdr and Gidioriwy (again variously ab-
breviated); these probably preceded or followed pretty closely the 11. Eponyms seen on only
one handle in the deposit may be earlier than the others, or they may be the very*latest (no
time for much breakage), or some might theoretically turn out to be impurities in the de-
posit.?¢

To help place the period of the 11 (plus) eponyms, two obvious groups of Knidian
known to date before about 150 B.c. were examined: those found in Corinth and those from
the construction filling of the Stoa of Attalos in Athens; from the Corinth list, certain names
were omitted which clearly belong to the renewed (small-scale) activity there after the de-
struction of 146 B.c.?” In a fair number of the Knidian stamps from the two sources, the
eponym is entitled phrourarchos in the stamp. Many more of the names included occur with

possibilities and choose the last; the second would suit the @épaavipos of the stamps,and perhaps a date
within 141-135 B.c., which seems to be available. On @épaavdpos, of. Nessana . p. 116. under no. 7. This
eponym dates known whole jars of the fabricants "Aya86BovAos, E¥xheiros, KéAAwr, and Twpaparos.

** See Garlan’s article in Trade in the Ancient Economy, P. Garnsey, K. Hopkins, and G. R. Whirtaker,
eddﬂ. 34. Note that "Apieraydpns regularly has the eta ending in the earlier Thasian inscriptions and
stamps. Cf. J. Pouilloux, Etudes thasiennes. 111, Recherches sur Uhistoire et les cultes de Thasos, 1, Paris 1954,
P- 273, no. 34, lines 9 (genitive) and 45. For the name unabbreviated in one of the earlier (two-name) stamps,
of. A.-M. and A. Bon, Etudes thasiennes, IV, Les imbres umphonques de Thasos, Paris 1957, p. 119, no. 278.
CI. also the comment, ibid., p. 118.

¢ A small number of items among those listed by the excavators or by G. R. Edwards, or both, have been

identified as impurities because they are very much 100 late to belong to the group. They are listed in footnote
57 below.

*" Cf. now C. K. Williams, I1, Hesperia 47, 1978, pp. 21-23.
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that title in stamp types?® other than those found in Corinth or in the Stoa of Attalos flling;
i.e. some potters, or their scribes, did not include the title in their stamps, although referring
to the same official. These phrourarchoi, or garrison commanders, should date
188-167 B.C., the period of control of certain mainland states by Rhodes; it appears that
some of them at least were neither Knidians nor Rhodians but mercenaries employed by
Rhodes.?® In contrast with what seems to have been normal for eponymous officials named
in Knidian and Rhodian stamps, the terms of these phrourarchoi were not full years but
perhaps four-month periods. Compare practice in Priene, but we have evidence for the
usage in Knidos itself in 2 small group of stamps in which a phrourarchos 1s named in
addition to an ordinary eponym, and we find (in different stamp types) two and probably
three different phrourarchoi named with the same eponym.>® Three changes per year, if
throughout the 22 years from from 188 to 167 B.c., call for 66 terms, and I count now in our
records at least 54 different names accompanied by the title. These are the names with
annotation IV A in the list in Appendix 1 below. The stamps that give the title with the
name are often known in very few examples, perhaps in a single type; no doubt we lack
some such types by accident of preservation.®! The series may be filled out. We have, actual-
ly, some dozen eponym names which by known combinations with the names of fabricants
must be close to the beginning of the period of phrourarchoi; although not yet known to us
with the title, perhaps most of them were phrourarchoi. In the eponym list below, Appendix
1, they are marked III-1V, i.e. close to the end of III and the beginning of IV. (On the
periods identified by Roman numerals, see the introduction to this Appendix.) They are not
present in the Middle Stoa filling save for ’Ap7é(pwr) and ®idapmelos, a single example
each.

For eponym names found in Corinth or in the filling of the Stoa of Attalos, most of those
not identified as phrourarchoi and not dated early by association with the Middle Stoa or
other early filling, or by name connections, or by what can be seen of the shape of the jar,
most of these are probably to be dated ca. 166-146 B.c. See again Appendix 1, names
marked IV B. If I have there assigned to that period one or two more eponyms than there
are years, any that have been dated before 146 only by presence in Corinth should be recon-
sidered and possibly moved further into the third quarter; cf. footnote 27 above. On the
other hand, those annotated as having examples in the filling of the Stoa of Attalos are
perhaps not later than 157 B.c., since of the eponyms of IV B, only 9 have been found in that
filling. Perhaps the terracing for that building was started by Attalos right after he became

% On Knidian stamp types, see Délos XXVII, p. 323. In our usage. a stamp type is a group of one or more
dies having the same content and arrangement of letters ¢ devices, i.e. the same minuscule reading.

*? Cf. P. M. Fraser. The Rhodian Peraea and Islands, Oxford 1954, pp. 93-94, with note 3.

30 F.f. Hiller von Gaertringen et al., Inschriften von Priene, Berlin 1906, p. xiii; cf. 1bid., p. 28 under no.
19, lines 6-8. M. B. Wallace refers me to R. Merkelbach et al., Die Inschriften von Kalchedon (Inschriften
Gnechischer Stidte aus Kleinasien 20), Bonn 1980, p. 5 for various ancient mentions of officials serving for
parts of a vear rather than for the whole }'t:ar./or the evidence of the stamps, see Délos XXVII, p. 319.

> M. B. Wallace suggests that particular uncommonness in some phrourarch names may be compared with
the “rare months” in Rhodian stamps, taken to be those of seasons not best suited for the production of am-
phoras. A four-month period falling mostly in the winter might see a relatively small production of Knidian
jars. On seasonal production in Rhodes. ef. Nilsson 1909, pp. 126-132, also the recent study by C. Bérker.
“Der Rhodische Kalender.” ZPE 31, 1978, pp. 193-218; and cf. comment. REG 92, 1979, p. 460.
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THE MIDDLE STOA DATED BY AMPHORA STANPS 13

king, in 159.

In any case, it is plain that for the series of Knidian eponyms assembled by presence in
the Middle Stoa building fill (and knitted together by the close interconnection of eponym
and fabricant names) there is no possible place in the Knidian sequence between the second
decade and the middle of the 2nd century B.c.

We can be more precise. The title phrourarchos does not occur in the Middle Stoa
filling. With the Knidian as with the Rhodian, however, an overlap after 188 is clear. The
eponym names in the filling include 9 which do sometimes occur with the title: ’AzoAXa-
vios, Apxéorparos, "AckAnmialdns, Oevdavros, Nikacipayos, @Aim=os, Pthokparys,
¢LAé¢pmv,‘¢EArarog. (These names also are sometimes rather radically abbreviated.) In
addition, we have two of the eponyms sometimes named in stamps in combination with
various phrourarchoi, mentioned above, and considered to date early in the period of Rhod-
ian control; those in our fill are IToAvyappos and Twrparys (cf. 13, 16). The first of these is
present in a single example (SS 757); but note that Zwkparys is one of the 11 Knidian
eponyms listed above as the commonest in the filling. ’AmoAA@vios and ®ihoxparys are
two of the phrourarchoi known to have officiated during his term; canceling these from the
above list of 9, we have 7 thirds of a year left in addition to the two full years (the two epo-
nyms named with phrourarchoi). Probably again, as with the Rhodian, we come down
about five years after 188 B.c.

We should compare Knidian finds in the Pergamon deposit with those from the Middle
Stoa filling, as we have done for the Rhodian. The import to Pergamon from Knidos was,
however, very much less than that to Athens. Such eviderice as there is corresponds with
what the Rhodian tell us. Most of the Knidian in the Pergamon deposit are contemporary
with those in the Middle Stoa filling, but a single example (Schuchhardt 1895, no. 1291,
reading corrected) names a phrourarch KAnvémoAs not present in the Middle Stoa filling;
while a second handle (ibid., no. 1290, reading again corrected) apparently names
Oevy€vys, another of the eponyms known with phrourarchoi in the same stamp, like
Twkparys or [loAdxapuos but not present in the Middle Stoa filling.?? So the Knidian in
::,};16 Pergamon deposit, like the Rhodian, go down a little later than those in the Middle Stoa

For the Knidian chronology, whole amphoras, or at least joined pairs of handles, are
less of a requirement than for the Rhodian, since, as remarked, the names from the two
series (dating names and endorsing names) are usually combined within the stamps. In
some cases, however, we do have two complementary stamps on the two handles of an
amphora (Pl. 2, 4, and representations of its stamps, 7 and 8). And certainly what we can
observe about the changing shapes of the jars, as with the Rhodian, supplements and consol-
idates the sequence. Again, only fragments come from the deposit we are studying, but they

32 Both corrections were made recently with the help of Dr. Bérker (cited in footnote 31, now a professor at
Erlangen), who is preparing a new studv of the stamped handles in Berlin from the Pergamon deposit. He
provided us with rubbings of the Knidian. for the identification of which our archives in Athens provide easy

and reliable reference material. not available to Schuchhardt. The eponym’s name in KT 2107 the type of
Pergamon no. 1290, is abbreviated to O¢( and the restoration is not quite certain.

! note once more a Knidian stamp published with the group of the Pergamon deposit apparently by error:
of. Délos XXVII, p. 291, note 2 o
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are filled out in this article by more or less whole jars similarly dated; the reader should fill
out a little further by restoring in his mind on every jar the characteristic ringed toe which is
largely broken away or concealed by marine deposit in those shown in Plates Yand 7% The
first and earliest of the jars in Plate 2 (4) is dated in the term of "Apxt=wibas; a duplicate of
its dating stamp is 7, and a variation of the die of its endorsing stamp impressed 8. The
amphora 4 was found in Rhodes in a Hellenistic filling above and among some tombs of the
4th and 3rd centuries B.c., with four Rhodian amphoras of which I should date three in the
next to last decade of the 3rd century B.c. and one in the third quarter.>* Beside the jar from
Rhodes, 5 should be slightly later; it is from the earlier of the two wrecks at Grand Congloué
near Marseille, from which the Rhodian material dates by present estimate in the last dec-
ade of the century.”® It is difficult to see a development from 4 to 5. In contrast, change is
noticeable between 4 and 6, in increased height and decreased diameter, in the narrowing of
neck and mouth, in the handles of 6 that rise and arch a little from the upper attachment,
instead of dropping like those of 4. This drop identifies early Knidian handles even without
the jar as a whole; it is noticeable in the handle fragments 7 and 8 (see Catalogue below).
The dating name of 4. "Apx(maidas, occurs once in the Middle Stoa filling; that of 6, [ToAt-
oyxns, 48 umes (indicating 24 amphoras, since the same stamp was impressed on both
handles). IToAwovy7s is in fact the commonest Knidian eponym of the filling, and perhaps
therefore one of the later ones, but not datable as late as 188, as he is not known as a phrour-
archos, nor as an eponym contemporary with phrourarchoi. On Plate 3, 13 names an epo-
nym Zwkpa7s, apparently (chiefly according to name connections) the same one in whose
term phrourarchoi sometimes accompany the eponym in the stamps, hence dating in or soon
after 188 B.c. according to the hypothesis of this article. The amphora 13, so far as visible
behind the marine deposit (favored by collectors) is not very different from 6. Actually no
phrourarchoi are named on it, but (as with 6) the same stamp was impressed on both hand-
les, duplicates of that shown here as 16. Perhaps general compliance was not exacted at the
start of the new system of dimensions and markings of the containers; or possibly the system
was altered during the term of Twkparys.

A noticeable change does show itself between 6 and 14 (Pl. 3). The ®{At=7o0s named as
eponym in the stamp of 14 (see a duplicate in 17, PL. 3) I take to be the onie who dates nu-
merous handles from the Middle Stoa filling; he is one of the 11 common eponyms; I take
him to be the phrourarchos of this name and one of the earliest known with the title.?* The
evidence is chiefly the other associates of "Aptoraydpas, the fabricant of 14 (see again 17):

>* For more complete shapes. see Grace 1934, p. 202, fig. 1, nos. 6-8 and Amphoras, fig. 64.

** The three Rhudian of the next to last decade are A 230 (MX 620) dated in the term of Zevoorparos, and
A 232 and 233 (MX 622, 623) dated in the term of "Aorepndns Ist. The slightly earlier Rhodian is A 231
(MX 621), dated in the term of Zevdperos? All the eponyms occur in the Middle Stoa filling. The five jars,
including A 236 (4;, were found during the excavations (1961-1964) by G. Konstantinopoulos in the Pavlides
lot in Rhodes (on fndos Street). I am obliged to Mr. Konstantinopoulos for permission to publish 4 and to
mention the others; also to Olga Kakavovannis for the information given above; also to P. M. W. Matheson for
calling my attention to these stamped amphoras during our work period in Rhodes in May, 1980: and finallv
to I. Papachristodoulou, Ephor of the Dodecanese, for much facilitati : ’

** On two wrecks at Grand Congloué and their dates, see Appendix 3 below.

** See Délos XX VII. p. 326. under E 62, end of comment.

on of our work in Rhodes in recent years.
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the dating names in his stamp types are all either of known phrourarchoi or of persons
known in any case to date near the beginning of the period 188-167. There is no other
"Aptoraydpas in Knidian stamps. This amphora 14 should identify for us the shape of the
latest Knidian container of which there are stamped handles in the Middle Stoa filling,
those datable during a few years after 188 B.c. at the beginning of the period of Rhodian
control of the mainland including Knidos; this is the time of the Rhodian amphoras 2 and 3.
The distinction in appearance of 14 as compared for instance with 6 {noticeable lengthening
of the upper parts and narrowing of the body) is enhanced when the actual jar is seen, by its
pink color, the result of a cream slip applied over the red Knidian clay of 14, perhaps in
intended imitation of Rhodian amphoras. Another Knidian amphora of close to the same
date has been published.?”

In 15 (Pl. 3) we see what was produced for a while after control was withdrawn: the jar
is dated by its stamp (see 18, a duplicate; Pl. 3) in the period 166-146 B.c., or perhaps
166-157.>® Neck and handles have stopped pushing up to greater height; the body, while
lengthening and narrowing a bit, is more slack; detail is less careful. Later Knidian am-
phoras show again a tendency toward longer neck and handles and better potting: see Am-
phoras, fig. 64, the central jar, third quarter of the 2nd century. In that picture, directly to
the left of this tall jar, is our 14 of "Aptoraydpas, bright with its cream slip; next and furth-
est left in the same is the Early Knidian amphora from the latest part of Thompson’s Group
B, which he now dates at about 240 B.c.,*® perhaps twenty or twenty-five years earlier than
4 of the present paper. This jar from Group B allows a guess at the reconstruction of some of
the “Early Knidian” of which 39 are listed as in the Middle Stoa filling; but some of these
without full names are probably (by the shape of their handles) no earlier than some of the
Knidian whose stamps do have names.

"AptoTaydpas is a new name in Knidian stamps at the beginning of the period of Rhod-
ian control, but it is not known at all in Rhodian stamps. More direct and personal interven-
tion from Rhodes strikes us in the Knidian types of ’AptoroxA7s the Rhodian, illustrated on
Plate 3, 19-21. The stamp 21 is very close to the Rhodian rose types of the same potter, for
instance in the term of ’Apxu\afﬁas;“see references in footnote 20 above. Three duplicates of
19 occur in the Middle Stoa building fill, see Catalogue below; as this type also is known on
handles with secondary stamps,*® no doubt the three are among the latest in the filling, after

> Grace 1934, p. 202, fig. 1, and text p. 305, no. 7. (Found in fragments in 1911: see "Apx "E¢, 1913, pp.
215—2_16._) A _thlrd amphora (Agora SS 7210) of the same period is interestingly, if not fully, visible as its
capacity is being taken by H. A. Thompson and E. Vanderpool in 1939: see Grace 1949, pl. 19:1-3, and see
text p. 185. The single preserved stamp (one handle is missing) bears the name ®(Araros, no doubt the epo-
nvm of that name, an early phrourarch whose name appears in the Middle Stoa filling; the stamp is an exam-
ple of KT 1254.SS 72101s from the construction filling of Agora well L 18:1% ~
] b The eponym "AptoTokAils, who dates 15, occurs in the filling of the Stoa of Attalos (SS 11362, example of
KT 214), to which the end date is possibly 157 B.c., see above. pp. 000=066— ' ;
:: See Grace 1974, p. 198, note 19; and of. Appendix 2 below, under Group B. \
—Sg,ondafy stamp with single letter theta on the side of the handle at the upper attachment on Agora SS
11952; perhaps the same (incompletely preserved) on a handle from excavations by the late John Threpsiades,
which we were allowed to photograph in July 1959; the main stamp on both handles is an example of KT 236"

a]s on 19. S§ 11952 is exhibited in Shop D of the Agora Museum in the Stoa of Attalos, on the south side of the
glass case.

R
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188 B.c. One would like to see whole jars with the Knidian endorsements of "ApicroxA7s;
one would like to know what, if any, dating stamps accompanied these circular types with
bull’s head. lion, and rose; no candidates have been identified. 19 and 20 (Pl. 3) are arche-
types in clay, with symbols adapted from coin types of Knidos, of a long series of Knidian
stamp types with bull’s head, or head or forepart of lion, as device; especially numerous are
the bull’s head stamps of Aapokparys 6 ApioroxkAets, who was no doubt the son of the
Rhodian who used 19, 20, and 21.*' ’ApioroxA7js himself was probably the same man
whose Knidian amphoras were sometimes made of actual Rhodian clay and perhaps the one
who became secretary of the Rhodian boula in the third quarter of the 2nd century.*?

It may be observed that the ethnic kv(tov is not present in the first four Knidian stamps
shown in Plates 2 and 3 but only in the last two, both of which are datable after 188 B.c.
Most of the Knidian stamps in the Middle Stoa filling are without ethnic, and its use per-
haps did not begin much before the second decade of the 2nd century.

EVIDENCE OF THE LESS NUMEROUS cLAsses (Thasian, Koan, Roman, etc., and especially of
“lthe Sinopean class) -

We may have a brief lock at some of the other classes of amphoras as represented by
stamped fragments in the Middle Stoa filling, against the background of the Rhodian and
Knidian which make up 84% of the lot. The Thasian, as already remarked, include stamps
of the earlier 3rd and of the 4th century B.c. (some items as early as the first quarter of the
4th). As with the Rhodian and the Knidian, the most interesting of the Thasian for chrono-
logy may be the latest, if it turns out that, contrary to some recent opinion,** Thasian am-
phoras continued to be stamped after 200 B.c. All Thasian that have been found at the
Athenian Agora are to be included in the new edition of the corpus of Thasian stamps.** For
the Koan class particularly, the context of the Middle Stoa is of value for the chronology, for
which there is relatively little other evidence; the large group of this class in the fAlling forms
an important part of the Koan corpus of which plates and catalogue text are nearly com-

1 On Knidian lion types, see summary, Délos XXVII, p. 333, under E 103. On the son of "AptoTokAs, cf.
footnote 18 above.

*2 For spectroscopic tests of handles from jars of probably the same "AptororAis. see Délos XX VII, pp.
319-320 with note 1, p. 320. For the secretary of the boula, see Wabon—e with-footnoey,

*Y. G. Vinogradov, “Pottery Stamps of the Island of Thasos,” Numismatics and Eprgraphy X (The
Institute of Archeology of the Academy of Sciences of the USSR), Moscow 1972 (in Russian), pp. 39, 44, and
59 (table, see bottom). The evidence cited (which is not new) shows that Thasian amphoras were stamped as
late asca 200 B.C. (stamps from the Pergamon deposit and from Villanova in Rhodes) but not that the practice
stopped then. Now that finds at Koukos in Thasos have shown that the names in one-name Thasian stamps
are very probably those of annual officials (and not of potters), we should attempt a count, starting from about
340 s.c, and making allowance for repeated names. On the Koukos finds, see Garlan 1979. My own most
recent summary on Thasian stamps (Délos XX VII, pp. 354-357) had not the benefit of the Koukos finds and
also does not discuss the Thasian stamps with names but without device (cf. Pnyx, pl. 52:1-4). There is much
new information, and I hope to publish a revised short study of the Thasian class, including the shape develop-
ment. In the meanwhile it should be said that, following further examination of Agora deposits, there does not
Eo;v se;ga to be good evidence to date any of the Thasian stamps with names before 400 B.c., and perhaps not

etore 390. -

“ On the projected new corpus of Thasian stamps, see recently Garlan 1979, p. 213. The original one is the
Bon volume cited above on Win footnote 23
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THE MIDDLE 5TOA DATED BY AMPHORA STAMPS 19

plete. The Corinthian will be published in C. G. Koehler’s forthcoming corpus of this class
(cf. Corinthian A and B Transport Amphoras, diss. Princeton University, 1978).** For
identification of the Parmeniskos Group, see Pnyx, pp. 168-169; a new study of this group,
with much additional material, is being prepared by M. Petropoulakou. The stamps of the
Zenon Group in the Middle Stoa filling are all of the later type (late 3rd—early 2nd cen-
turies B.C.) containing usually only the two letters(ZH.** The Latin stamp has been pub-
lished; it is from a container of Oriental type, perhaps Punic; we know a little more about
the shape of the container since the discovery of the same stamp impressed on the knob toe of
what was probably a jar of one of the Punic types; independent context of about 200 B.c.
exists for this fragment.*” On the rather numerous items included under “Miscellaneous
Unclassified”, I cannot generalize here, except to say that none has parallels suggesting a
date later than that of the Rhodian and Knidian of the filling. Several match, more or less
closely, stamps in the Pergamon deposit. A few are dated earlier, by the context of duplicates

from 4th-century deposits: cf. a gem impression recently published, of which one of the
duplicates comes from the Middle Stoa filling.*®

** See in the meanwhile her report, “Evidence around the Mediterranean for Corinthian Export of Wine
and Oil,” Beneath the Waters of Time: Proceedings of the Ninth Conference on Underwater Archeology
(Texas Antiquities Committee No. 6), Austin, Texas 1978, pp. 231-239. For some of Koehler’s more recent
work in this field, see “Amphoras on Amphoras,” Hesperia 51, 1982, pp. 284-292.

* On the Zenon Groups, the earlier and the later, see Hesperia 32, 1963, pp. 319, 321-322 with note 9, 331
with note 25. The article is concerned with amphora finds at Koroni in Attica, where examples of the earlier
Zenon Group were found. With revised 3rd-century dating (cf. footnote 2 above and start of Appendix 2
below) one would like to accept an identification of the Ze(non) of the earlier group with Zenon of Kaunos,
agent of Apollonios in Egypt, although apparently he had not come to Philadelphia by 265 s.c. Cf. P. M.
Fraser, Ptolemaic Alexandria 11, Oxford 1972, p. 286, end of note 283; V. Grace and J.-Y. Empereur, “Un
groupe d’amphores ptolemaiques estampillées,” Bulletin du Centenaire (Supplément au BIFAO 81), Cairo
1981, p. 426. Particularly interesting examples of the earlier group have been found recently, some in an
ancient wreck investigated by George Bass. On these, see V. R. Grace, “Some Amphoras from a Hellenistic
Wreck,” forthcoming in BCH, Suppl. VIIL. The later Zenon Group may be connected with the earlier, al-
though no context fixes the plain ZH( stamps earlier than the late 3rd to early 2nd century B.C.: in addition to
the Middle Stoa context, we have an example in the Pergamon deposit (no. 1278) and one from a filling in the
Stoa of Philip in Delos (TD 6231Y). The Rhodian stamps from the same filling date ca. 210-190 B.c.; cf. Grace
1974, p. 198, note 21.

) *” For the Latin stamp, which reads C.S , see V. R. Grace, “The Canaanite Jar,” in The Aegean and the
Near East, Studies presented to Hetty Goldman, S. S. Weinberg, ed., Locust Valley 1956, pl. XII, no. 10, cf.
text pp. 97 and 109 (see here suggestions as to the shape of the jar). A second example of this stamp type may
also come originally from the Middle Stoa filling: see tbid., no. 11. The third example, impressed on a toe
i'r.ag_n“u:nt2 is‘NAA 890 from the excavations south of the Akropolis by the late John Meliades in 1957; he gave
me permission to use it in publication. This fragment had again a context of ca. 200 B.c. (information by
kmdncs_s of C. Kanellopoulou). See the comment by E. L. Will quoted on p. 97 of my publication cited: her
suggestion that the letters C.S may stand fur civizas stipendiaria, a Spanish commune that paid a fixed impost
to Rgme, seems the best possibility. After Scipio’s victory at Ilipa in Spain in 207 B.c., such communes were
required to deliver to Rome certain goods, including perhaps oil. Cf. CAH VIII, pp. 89, 306, 308, 310. Offi-
cially marked containers may have been required, the shape. that used by the Carthaginians who had preceded
the Romans in Spain. ’ )

‘ pn other classes listed above, p. 000, as present in the Middle Stoa filling, see summaries with references
in De!o_s XX\"'II, cf. index, p. 382; on Samian(?) prow stamps, see Grace 1971, pp- 82-85, with notes (note 83,
P- 84, cites Middle Stoa context); the identification as Samian is not established. An article on this class is being
prepared by Professor Borker of Erlangen.

** V. R. Grace, “Exceptional Amphora Stamps,” Studies in Classical Art and Archeology, A Tribute to

hl
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Special mention is made finally of the Sinopean stamps present, for reasons that will
appear. Cf. Plate 2, 10-12. B. N. Grakov’s pioneering study of this class laid out what is
still a convincing sequence of groups and of names, many of which are made more precise in
the stamps by patronymics.*® His absolute dates, a first attempt in this field, brought him
down for his final group (VI) to the period 121-70 B.c. In later research, he modified at least
part of his chronology but did not live to publish a general revision. (He died in September,
1970.) Four out of the six Sinopean stamps in the Middle Stoa filling are of Grakov's Group
VI, including 11 and 12 on Plate 2. The filling therefore suggests for the Sinopean series as
a whole an end date of not much later than 183 B.c., that of the Middle Stoa Rhodian and
Knidian, as laid out above. The reasonable occasion for the discontinuation of the series
from Sinope is its capture, actually in 183 B.c., by Pharnakes 1st, King of Pontos; he moved
his capital to the city and no doubt made administrative changes. That the sequence of Sino-
pean dating officials named in the stamps ended in or close to 183 B.c. has been in fact the
view of at least two Soviet scholars,*® although it has not yet been generally accepted. As in
the case of other classes in our filling, especially the Thasian, the Sinopean (few though thev
are) include something earlier than the rest of their class that is present: one stamp of
Grakov’s Group IV (Pl. 2, 10). It happens that we have a possible independent indication
for the date of Group IV which seems to suit an end date for the whole series in 183 B.c. If
working back from that year we count the astynomoi (officials named in Sinopean stamps)
listed in Grakov’s volume for his Groups VI, V, and 1V, the over-all dates for IV would
come out as 281-259 B.c., whereas Grakov’s original date for IV had been 180-150 g.c.
(Grakov 1929, p. 138). Discovery of a stamp of this Group in a 3rd-century context would
be an indication that the Group dated in that century rather than any later. In fact, one such
was found at Seuthopolis (in Thrace), the site of which seems to have been occupied only
from about 359 to about 229 B.c.3! The answer, however, does not come so readily, since, I

Peter Heinrich von Blanckenhagen, G. Kopcke and M. B. Moore, edd., Locust Valley 1979, pl. XXXVI: 2,
cf. catalogue text, p. 126, where under 2, SS 675%s listed as a duplicate from the Middle Stoa filling of two
stamps from 4th-century deposits, SS 8210 and SS 14771% note that the illustrated example, SS 12440 is from
the area of the Middle Stoa.

** Grakov 1929. Reviewed: A. Kocevalov, Phu/Ioch 33, 1933, pp. 630-647.

*® Most of the work on this class of stamps has been done by Soviet scholars, since the material is found in
abundance in the Black Sea area. while it is uncommon elsewhere. Sinopean amphoras are thought to have
ca;ried oil, not wine. so it is not surprising that few of the stamped fragments have been found for instance in
Athens.

For the earlier end date. see V. I. Tsekhmistrenko. “Sinopean Pottery Stamps with the Names of Master
Pouters,” Soviet Archenlogy, 1960, p. 75 {in Russian) The author cites the expansion of the Pontic kinedom
and the final taking of Sinope in lﬁ% as the reasons for the breaking off of stamping Sinopean amphoras with
the names of astynomoi. although he sets the actual end of the astynome stamps in about 175 B.c. (At the same
time, he puts the liquidation of the astynome magistracies in Sinope some vears earlier than 1?'3 B.C.; see his
note 106.) The late Professor V. F. Gaidukevich. on the basis of observations during his excavations, was
ready to accept 193 as the end date of the series. according to a letter he wrote in October 1957 to Emily Grace
K_azakevich. He quotes the opinion of a member of the Kerch Museum staff who specialized in the stémps of
Sinope (possibly Tsekhmistrenko?) that “the latest Sinope stamps with the names of astvnomes go only as far
as the moment of the seizure of Sinope by Pharnakes (183).” He found it most convincing, the more so when he
learned that another investigator (myself) had arrived at the same conclusion independently. Cf. Grace 1968,
P- 176, no. 7; also Délos XXVII. pp. 284-285. '

51 <D : : : :
See A. Balkanska. “Die Hande!sbe?zeh;ngen von Seuthopolis,” VI® conférence internatinnale 4’études
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am reliably informed, many astynomoi have been added to the group lists since the publi-
cation of Grakov’s book, far too many to be accommodated as annual officials in years avail-
able before 183 B.c., assuming that Group I terminated in the second half of the 4th century;
and on that there seems to have been for some time general agreement.*? Perhaps the terms
of the astynomoi were not full years, as in the case of the phrourarchoi of Knidos. In any
case, apparently these persons were not the state eponymous officials.®> We had looked to 1.
B. Brashinsky of Leningrad, an authority on this class of amphoras and their stamps, to
work out this problem; his sudden death in April 1982 is a great loss to this study.>* For the
present, in the light of the Middle Stoa context, I continue to feel reasonably convinced that
the Sinopean astynome stamp series ended in 183.

THE DATE OF MOLDED RELIEF BOWLS WITH LONG-PETAL DECORATION

For the contents of the Middle Stoa filling, it remains to consider a find which, although
outside the field of my competence, is naturally not outside the area of my interest. In 1953,

classiques des pays socialistes, Sofia 1963, p. 52, fig. 3, no. 1, a clearly legible Sinopean stamp that names the
astynomos "Awvripaxos with his characteristic device, a horn, and the fabricant Nixlas. both belonging to
Grakov's Group IV; see Grakov 1929, pp. 138 and 184 for the astynomos, and pp. 140 and 207 for the fabri-
cant. Cf. the comment of I. B. Brashinsky, “Recent Foreign Research on Ceramic Inscriptions,” Sovzet Arch-
eology, 1966, ii, p. 334 (in Russian), where the dates of Seuthopolis are given. These dates, 359-229 B.c., come
actually from the earliest and latest coins fround on the site, those of Philip IT of Macedon (359-336 B.c.) and
those of Demetrios IT (239-229 B.c.). The earliest of these coins apparently preceded the founding of Seuth-
opolis and 'were lost in the Thracian village that preceded it on the site. See D. P. Dimitrov (the excavator, in
1948-1954), “Neuentdeckte epigraphische Denkmiiler iiber die Religion der Thraker, . . .,” Hommagesa W.
Deonna (Collection Latomus 28), Brussels 1957, pp. 181-193; cf. J. and L. Robert, REG 72, 1959, pp.
209_—210; most recently, D. P. Dimitrov and M. Citikeva, The Thracian City of Seuthopolis (British Archaeo-
logical Reports, suppl. ser. 38), Oxford 1978 (cf. review, /HS 100, 1980, p. 269). P. M. W. Matheson investi-
gated for me the dates and provided many references.

*? Grakov’s original dates for his Group I were late 4th century to 270 B.c. (Grakov 1929, p. 112), but his
revised view, quoted by Brashinsky in Olbia, Temenos and Agora, V. F. Gaidukevich, ed., Moscow-Lenin-
grad 1964 (in Russian), p. 308, note 35, gave the period 360-330. Brashinsky himself dated the same Group
360-320 in 1963; see his “Economic Relations of Sinope in the 4th to 2nd centuries B.c.,” Ancient Town
(Institute of Archeology of the Academy of Sciences of the USSR), Moscow 1963, p. 133. (See note 7 on this
same page for the author’s comment on the early end date proposed by Tsekhmistrenko, for which he saw
difficulties.) At the Athenian Agora, stamps of Groups Ib and 11 have both been found in deposits of the third
quarter of the 4th century, dating the change from I to I1 in that quarter century: SS 14823 of Ib from deposit
R 13:11 and SS 11354 of 11 from deposit J 11:1. For Group Ib, see Grakov 1929, p. 119.

Brashinsky’s date for Group I remained the same ten years later; see p. 127 of his long, useful article,
“The Progress of Greek Ceramic Epigraphy in the USSR,” Eirene 11, 1973, pp. 111-144. He also still dated
(loc. cit.) Group V1 in the second half of the 2nd century.

53 Cf. Grakov 1929, p. 49. ‘

** We are much indebied to the late Dr. Brashinsky for information received in letters as well as for many
offprints. Not long before his death he contributed the names in Sinopean stamps to the Lexicon of Greek
Personal Names being prepared under the auspices of the British Academy, a large contribution partly be-
cause of the patronymics mentioned above, which are otherwise rare in stamps. On the lexicon, see below. first
paragraph of Appendix 1.

~ For a fairly recent summary on work in this particular field, wit
at. (footnote 15 above), pp. 134-140. I am obliged to P. M. W. Matheson for a translarion of these pazes, as of
mrany others usf:ful to the present study. See also M. Lazarov, “Sinope et le marché ouest-Pontique,” Varna,
Naroden Musei, Isvestia 14, 1978, pp. 11-65. The author reports. and adopts, the Sinopean chronology of the
Soviet scholar B. A. Vasilenko. I owe this information and reference to Frangoise Alabe

h many references, cf. D. B. Shelov, op.
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while D. B. Thompson excavated the part of the filling within the foundations of the west
half of the Stoa, E. Vanderpool was responsible for the part which had been thrown in south
of the south foundation and north of the building marked “Heliaia” in Figure 1; here, as in
the area of the actual foundations, there was need of a quantity of filling in order that the
ground level to the south of the western part of the great long stoa should be even with that
toward its east end, near the top of the natural east-west slope.>® I quote here a note to me
from Vanderpool dated July 12, 1956, following the circulation of my report of June 26—
July 11 on the stamped handles:

I continue to regard the early long-petalled Megarian bowl (K 2705, P 23095) found in the
settling basin in front of the west end of the north front of the Heliaia as one of the few stncely
contemporary pieces that can be associated with the Middle Stoa. It will have been a new piece in
use as work was starting on the building. It will have been broken and discarded after the settling
basin had been disconnected from its water supply and just before it was buried under the building
fill; (note that most of the pieces of the bowl were on top of the sand in the basin, one piece was on the
strosis just outside).

Most of the Middle Stoa building fill was not strictly contemporary fill. Some lavers were
archaic and earlier. The layers with masses of pottery and handles must have been drawn from some
old dump. After all, where would you go if you wanted such a lot of il all at once.

The strictly contemporary pieces from the fill are relatively few, but if you add to the bowl the
handles you are forced to reject in order to maintain the early date, the evidence gains weight.

That the fill rose in step with the laying of the foundation courses is shown by the fact that in
some places we observed wedge shaped layers of conglomerate chips at each course. Therefore the
whole space between the Middle Stoa and the Heliaia was filled in while the foundations were being
laid.

We have here the excavator’s impression while the excavation was still quite fresh in his
mind; the detail is instructive. The implication is of an end date of not long before 150 s.c.

for the Middle Stoa filling, since the start of bowls with long-petal decoration had been so
dated.>®

In attempting various possible explanations of the contradictory data here assembled,
we cannot use the stamped handles mentioned by Vanderpool as having been rejected by
me. In my report of 1956, everything ever counted as belonging to the Middle Stoa fAlling
was duly listed, including some handles catalogued in 1933 whose precise finding places had
been reconsidered and condemned by G. Roger Edwards, after investigations in the field
notebooks, as impure or otherwise irrelevant (e.g. from too far north). In the end, all the
amphora handles not withdrawn from the lists by Edwards or by one of the excavators have
been seen to be consistent with an end date in the second decade of the 2nd century, with the
exception of five Knidian datable after 110 8.c.5” That this should be so is evidence of the

** H. A. Thompson, Hespera 23, 1954 (pp. 1-67), p. 50.

*® Thompson 1934, pp. 457-458. Here Thompson actually placed the start of these bowls in the “second
quarter” of the century; he thus left room for the production and discard of numerous long-petal bowls found
in his Group D, the end date of which he was then setting at the middle of the century (op. cit., p- 370).
Thompson's date for the start of long-petal bowls was rounded by Edwards: G. R. Edwards, “Hellenistic
Pottery,” Hespera, Suppl. X, Small Objects from the Pnyx, II, Princeton 1956 (pp- 83-112), p. 91 (“ca.

150 B.c.”); :dem, Corinth VI1, iii, Corinthian Hellenistic Pottery, Princeton 1975, p. 177 (“155 B.c.”)
On the stamps in Thompson’s five groups, see below, Appendix 2.

57 The five stamps are as follows: SS 1 1826,_“examplc of KT 605, dated in the term of YEppwv; cf. a dupli-
cate published Délos XXVII, p. 345, E 162. SS 12918 KT 2112" which names the duoviri Adx7nsand Edmé=

S.26



THE MIDDLE STOA DATED BY AMPHORA STAMPS 23

quality of the excavating: here we have a very large and far from closed deposit, excavated
over a number of years, both before and after the Second World War, by various persons;
and of about 1500 stamped handles, apparently only five extraneous items have infiltrated,
whether by a workman’s or by a pot washer’s mistake, or whether by a disturbance in
antiquity not definitely recognized as such during the excavation.

No stamped handles accompanied Vanderpool’s long-petal bowl, nor have I been able
to identify any from a filling over its settling basin. In Agora XXII, S. I. Rotroff has sep-
arated the settling basin as a deposit from the Middle Stoa filling as a whole.**

There seems, however, to be a reasonable way to reconcile Vanderpool’s bow! with the
evidence of the handles and at the same time to resolve several other puzzles that have come
up recently, and that is to make a slight adjustment in Thompson's absolute dating of the
long-petal decoration. I suggest that the style began in the first quarter of the 2nd century,
but had at first a limited vogue, because in its first more elegant form it was difficult and
fussy to engrave in the mold.** Other current styles of bowl ornament were much more
showy for the trouble taken. The long-petal style is certainly not common in the earlier 2nd
century, but Vanderpool’s bowl is not the only one at the Agora. A fragment was found in a
deposit under the filling of the Stoa of Attalos, a deposit in which the amphora stamps are
close in date to those in the Middle Stoa filling.®® Further, a bowl and a number of frag-
ments come from a cistern shaft with 10 stamped handles; the latest handles date just after
those of the Middle Stoa filling, probably still in the first quarter and certainly before
166 B.c.°" There are others. One of the reasons the style had been placed late, i.e. with a
start shortly before 150 B.c., was that relatively few pieces had been found in Corinth; but a
large number have now been found there, in the excavations of 1980.52 A tendency to place

Aepos, on whom see e.g. Délos XXVII, p. 344, E 150. SS 12959, a Late Knidian belonging with Délos

XXVIL, p. 354, under G. SS 13056, KT 486, term of “Eppwv; a duplicate is Délos XXVII, p. 343, E 147.SS :
13096, KT 1578 the duoviri Kﬂp/eéﬁas and E¥Bovos; see Délos XXVII, p. 344, E 153, 156, 157. The first v
and last come from Section M I, the rest from K. See above, footnote 7. -

*The scftling basin is listed as I 14:2, discussed by Rotroff, Agora XXII, p. 102. Further on P 23095,
Van‘dffrp_)ool s bow_l, see op. cit., pp. 36 and 85, where it is referred to by its catalogue number, 344. Rotroff is
explicit in separating the finding place from the Middle Stoa filling; she also suggests a possible date of 225-
175 for the bowl, altho].lgh without ex]uding the possibility of a considerably later date.

** See Edwz_ards _Conﬂfh VII, (footnote 56 above), pp. 177, 178, on the exacting task of incising the earlier
long-petal dmg:ns_ in the mg[d and the greatly increased production after a shortcut was devised.

*® The deposit is Q 8-9, the fill over the floor of the Square Peristyle, and the bowl! fragment is P 20204
(Agora XXII, no. 325). The Rhodian stamped handles in Q 8-9 run down only to the eponym ‘Iépwr 1st,
dalf:(? tentatively 198 B.c., but the Knidian to the eponym Do ( (SS 10799); probab!y the early phrourarch
Phogpwr, hence not lgng after 188 5.c.; the same Knidian stamp type (KT 1105) is present in the Middle
?:;345“"11%9(53 12428). On the tentative attribution of Rhodian eponym terms to specific years, see Grace,

: P 199, v

a1 Eong—pe@l bowl, P 14330 (not caralngue“in Agora XXII), cistern shaft E 15:;.r The latest Rhodian, SS T
;4600, is c!ate-d in the term of ’Apxn.\afaag, tentative date, 177 B.c.: he is known in the Pergamon deposit but not §
in the M!_ddlc Stoa filling; cf. a jar cj}ed;{ﬁ"in footnote 20 above, also Délos XX VII, pp. 279 (note 2),291. The 4.~
latest Knidian ‘is probably SS 4598 dated in the term of the phrourarchos *Apto .-e'f(‘,nsf’

5 On deposits Q 8-9 (cf. footnote 60 above), E 15:4 and some others, cf. Agora XXII, p. 35 with note 90.

**See C. M. Edwards, “Corinth 1980: Molded Relief Bowls,” Hesperia 50, 1981, pp. 189-210. T am
grateful to Mr. Edwards for advance information on this important
the present article.
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the beginning of long-petal bowls rather earlier than had been supposed is evident in two
recent publications, one reporting the contents of a cistern in the Piraeus, the other, the
pottery found at Kenchreai; in both cases, accompanying amphora stamps suit the earlier
dating. See the author’s comment on bowls at Kenchreal, in her introductory text; note that
there are 14 Rhodian and Knidian stamped handles from the site that are datable in the 2nd
century, and all may predate 166 B.c. The end date of the stamps from the Piraeus cistern
may well be before 175 B.c.#2

For my part, I see now no need to separate Vanderpool’s bowl from the latest part of the
Middle Stoa filling as established by the amphora stamps. A context of the second decade of
the century no longer seems out of line for early long-petal bowls. I expect more will be
reported in the future.

SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE THAT BRINGS US TO CA. 1833,&be THE DATE OF THE FILLING

In the foregoing pages we have looked chiefly at the amphora stamps in the Middle Stoa
hlling and considered the dates suggested by their various classes. For the Rhodian and
Knidian there is independent evidence that brings us by separate ways for each of the two
classes to just about 183 B.c. Other classes are not as yet so closely and firmly dated; but in
no case can one find significant evidence against a date in the second decade for the latest
examples in the filling, while the proposed date for the Sinopean brings us once more to no
later than 183 B.c. This then is presumably the approximate cut-off point for the material

assembled within the foundations of the Middle Stoa and south of them, accumulating as
the foundations rose.

%3 On the Piraeus cistern, see I. Metzger, “Pirdus-zisterne,” AeAr 26, 1971 [1973], pp. 41-94. Finds in-
cluded fragments of long-petal bowls (ib:d., pl. 12 and pp. 61-62), also 35 stamped handles; the latter are not
yet published but we have records of them. The names on the 5 Rhodian handles are all in the Middle Stoa
filling, the latest being that of the eponym KAerxparns’Ist (tentatively dated in one of the years 188-186 B.c ;
see above, p. 000). Of the 10 eponyms named on 18 of the 28 Knidian handles (the other 10 handles bear
fabricant stamps without eponyms), 5 are in the Middle Stoa filling, others are known to be close to that in
date, while 1, the phrourarchos TeXeaipwv, is the most numerous (8 handles) and probably the latest, dating
certainly before 166 and maybe still in the first quarter. The fabricants in the types without eponyms (the
€ponyms were named on the other handles of the jars) are "AptororAis, Apérwr, and the Maidia Qevdwpida,
all associated by name connections with epunyms of the early phrourarchos period. For this "ApLaTorAs, see
Délos XXVII, p. 319, on pairs with E 53 and E 54. For Theudoridas’ Men, see 1b1d., p- 325, E 55.

Cf. Rouroff’s comment on the Piraeus cistern, Agora XXII, pp. 111-112. Corrigenda on p. 112: the first
two names in the alphabetical list should read Agestratos and Aristion. Note also that Kleukrates {1st) has
now been set slightly earlier. Note Rotrof’s final comment (bottom of p. 35) on the date of the beginning of
long-petal bowls: “somewhat ambiguous evidence.”

On the Kenchreai material, see Beverly Adamsheck (correct the first name on the title page), Kenchreai,
Easters Port of Corinth. IV. the Pottery, Leiden 1979. Greek amphora sramps, pp. 25-41; the 2nd-century
Knidian and Rhedian, nos. Gr. 60-63, 65-74. The author’s introductory text, p. 2.

N For more recent comment by Rotroff on the dates of long-petal bow s, see Hesperia 52, 1983, pp. 274-
273, with note 67; she lists instances of early experimentation. I think that before my present article, no close
da'te had been proposed for the latest stamps in the filling of the Stoa of Attalos but just an end date of about
mid-century. Emphasis has been placed on the absence of long-petal pieces from this relatively small group
(the stamped handles are some 135 in contrast with 1500 from the Middle Stoa filling); but the long-peral
fragment P 20204 should be borne in mind. to be auributed 1o the Stoa of Artalos filling,

_ if not to an earlier
level beneath it, ¢f. footnote 60 above.

S.2¥
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AN EPIGRAPHICALLY KNOWN ROYAL GIFT TO ATHENS
DATED ABOUT 183 B.C.

To those who accept this datg, there can surely be no better candidate for the princely donor, -,

hypothesized by Thompson and others, than Pharnakes 1st, son of Mithradates king of
Pontos (Pl. 4:a). “Not less significant of Athens’ commercial relations are the honours con-
ferred by her on Antiochus IV, Ariarathes of Cappadocia, and above all Pharnaces of Pon-
tus, and the gifts received by her from them. The last of these, it is to be borne in mind,
became about this time master of the two greatest commercial ports on the southern coast of
the Euxine, Amisus and Sinope, both very important centres of the grain trade, and both
closely connected with Athens in the past.”®*

An Athenian decree in his honor in Delos (then under Athenian control) informs us of
Pharnakes’ relations with Athens. He had agreed to pay the city a sum of money by install-
ments, but because of other obligations and difficulties had been unable to keep them up.
The Athenians praise him as a benefactor and hope to get something further on account;
they send him their word that the honors paid to him will be no less than those paid to “the
other kings” and his glory will be assured like that of other benefactors of the city. Golden
crowns will be presented to him and to his wife Nysa and the fact proclaimed at various
Athenian festivals. Bronze statues of both will be set up in Delos, thus publicizing in a more
international, although still Athenian, setting the king’s benefactions to Athens. The in-
scription is now dated 160/159 B.c. (formerly 172/171).%° Durrbach, the original editor,
remarks (op. cit., pp. 102-103) that if one looks in the king’s reign for a time when he would
have had particular occasion and desire to pose as a benefactor of Athens, it would be about
183 B.c., following the conquest of Sinope. The matching dates encourage one to try relating
this inscription to the history of the Middle Stoa. A large initial payment in about 183 might
have taken care of the big terracing and foundation job, and perhaps also the Middle Stoa
itself, the superstructure: evidence from excavations at the west end apparently allows that

*“ Rostovizeff, op. cit. (footnote 14 above), p. 630. Homer Thompson, in a letter of March 1984, has quer-
ied Rostovizefl’s description of Amisos and Sinope as “very important centres of the grain trade”, noting
correctly that these ports on the south coast of the Black Sea were not (and are not) backed by a grain-produc-
ing hinterland, but the great grain fields that were a major source for Athens lay to the north, in the region of
the Bosporos (Crimea). But presumably grain from the north would be the chief product carried south across
the narrowest part of the Black Sea to the fine harbor of Sinope, and then transshipped or carried further in
the same bottoms, no doubt after payment of port taxes; see D. M. Robinson, “Ancient Sinope,” A/P 27, 1906
(pp- 125-153), pp. 136-137. Even ships which were not unloading would need to call for supplies, especially
water, of which Sinope had an abundance.

¢*F. Durrbach, Choix d’inscriptions de Délos, Paris 1921, pp. 97-105, no. 73, = P. Roussel and M.
Launey, Inscriptions de Délos, Paris 1937, PP- 2-4, no. 1497 &is. Durrbach dated the inscription 172/1. For
"he redating of the Athenian archon named (Tychandros), see e g. W. B. Dinsmoor, The Archons of Athens in

ae Hellenistic Age, Cambridge, Mass. 1931, p. 260 and S. Dow. Hesperia 4,1935,p.91. I am indebted to M.
B. Wallace and J. S. Traill for numerous references and for the information that the date 160 /159 still holds. I
thank also S. Tracy and M. Walbank for helpful advice on forms of epigraphical reference. None of these is, of
course, responsible for my historical suggestions in connection with the inscription. .

It should possibly be mentioned that poorly preserved parts of this inscription have suggesied to some that
Pharnakes’ gift was intended to be an annual contribution, hence perhaps the maintenance of a festival. Cf.

Durrba)ch, op. at., p. 102. All that seems clear, however, is that it was to be paid in installments (and was in
arrears). 3
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the colonnade and entablature were erected within a few years after the construction of the
foundation and podium. See below, Appendix 2, section on the deposit H 13:17 Delayed
subsequent payments could account for the piecemeal execution of the project, the way the
East Building and the South Stoa are tacked on, although one would suppose it was the
complex as a whole which had been intended from the beginning to replace South Stoa I: cf.
Figure 1 and Plate 4:b. The date of Pharnakes’ death is not precisely known but may have
fallen soon after 159. So it is likely enough that no more help came to the Athenians from
this source, despite the emphasis, in their application for support, on equal shares of honors
for Nysa; she was a Seleucid and so might have been counted on as well disposed toward
Athens. Thompson has suggested that the two later parts of the complex (of inferior work-
manship and partly of secondhand material) were finally constructed by the city of Athens
out of its own resources.®® It would have become necessary to complete somehow the re-
placement of South Stoa I, to put it into working order.

THE FUNCTION OF THE MIDDLE STOA

What then was the principal function of South Stoa I and of its replacement? Given
that Pharnakes had in 183 acquired two great centers of the grain trade, it seems likely that
what he would replace by a great new building, and its annexes, would be the Alphitopolis,
where grain was sold. There seems to be a fair probability that the Alphitopolis was the
same building as the one referred to as “the long stoa”, and certainly both South Stoa I and
the Middle Stoa would, each in its time, qualify for this epithet, there being no others in
Athens nearly so long. For South Stoa I, a tentative identification with the Alphitopolis has
already been proposed by both Vanderpool and Thompson,*’ following the discovery, in
one of the rooms, of an inscription which had been set up by the Metronomoi, and which
records, inter alia, the handing over of bronze measures for grain. Thompson would accom-
modate grain storage in the upper storey he proposed for the Stoa, which would face south
“on a much-used thoroughfare and (would be) readily accessible from the Piraeus Gate.”
Even without the upper storey, which remains a little conjectural, access to the Stoa foor
from the higher level of the road behind was available by stairs at either end and grain could
presumably be lowered in sacks or poured through chutes directly into the building from
behind; very little of its back wall is known. Of course, not all the rooms need have been used
as bins; some seem to have housed committee meetings. This building is, then, as directly
accessible from the port (via the Piraeus Gate) as any of its date in the city center. The
rooms, closed by wooden doors, give the necessary protection for grain from thieves, vermin,
and weather. If there was an upper storey, it would provide the loft storage that, when
available, has always been preferred for granaries, which ought to be dry and, if possible,
ventilated below. A sort of confirmation that South Stoa I may indeed be the Alphitopolis is

% Agora XIV, p. 68. Thompson further suggested (loc. at., top of page) that the west end of the Middle
Stoa itself may have been finished later than the rest of the building, even “soon after the middle of the (2nd)
century.” We have not, however, succeeded in finding any group of stamped handles from the attested con-
struction fill (from within the foundations) that supports this suggestion, i.e. that is later than the fll as a
whole. Naturally most of the handles come from toward the west end. where was the greatest depth to be filled.

" Hesperia 37, 1968, pp. 75-76 (Vanderpool);1bid., p. 36. and of. 4gora XIV, p- 76, note 216 (Thompson).
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provided by the shape and arrangement of the rooms, with doors set off center, a plan which
has long been recognized as adapting them for use as dining rooms. This building, con-
structed in the last quarter of the 5th century B.c., could thus (almost too reasonably for a
joke) be the Alphitopolis assigned for dining by Praxagora in 391 B.c. (Aristophanes, Ec-
clesiazusae, 684-686).8 :

Stoas are multiple-purpose buildings and are known to have been used for the storage of
grain as well as, for instance, sometimes for accommodating a lawcourt.** One might expect
Pharnakes, the great grain merchant, to prefer to put his money into something with a
narrower purpose. Of buildings made in the Greek world expressly for the storage of grain
on a large scale (for a military installation, for a city) apparently rather few have been
identified that predate the common and well-known granaries of the Romans, the so-called
horrea.’® A feature of these latter has served to link with them and with each other some
buildings remarkably separated in time and space, the so-called “Arsenals” at Pergamon, of
the 3rd century B.c., and the storage buildings at Mohenjo-Daro and Haruppa in the Indus
Valley, of about 2000 B.c. Like the Roman horrea, these buildings at Pergamon and in the
Indus Valley have raised floors under which a free-flowing current of air was created by
ventilation. The gap in space between India and western Anatolia (and points further west)
we may see as bridged by the return of Alexander’s men, the engineers and architects who
had laid out the new cities along his route, no doubt using, and so the better learning, any
local devices that were obviously good. We have been shown how the use of the true arch
may have reached the Greeks by this means, as well as a style in hats.”® For the gap in time o
between 2000 B.c. and the Hellenistic period, I cannot name an eastern granarys¢hat Alex- A____.I_L_,é;.“ e
ander must have seen, to match the ancient vaults of Babylon still visible in his day.”? I must -
suppose that in the Indus Valley, granaries continued to be built in basically the same way
over the centuries; this appears to have been the case in Egypt,”* and Wheeler observed that
the grinding of grain was still being done in Kashmir in his own time in the same rather
particular way evidenced by the frames of mortars he found remaining beside the ancient
granaries of Haruppa; see p. 000 below with footnote 87.

2
l
&)

¢¢ On South Stoa I, Agora X1V, pp. 74-78.

¢ Coulton 1976, pp. 9-11. CI. Agora XIV, p. 93, on the varied uses of the Stoa Poikile.

7® On Roman granaries, see in general Rickman 1971. On the predecessors at Pergamon and in the Indus
Valley, see Rickman’s summary and references, his pp. 252-255. ‘

"' See T. D. Boyd, “The Arch and Vault in Greek Architecture,” A/A4 82, 1978, pp. 83-100. P. W. Leh-
mann, A/4 84, 1980 {pp 000=088), pp. 528-529, develops Boyd’s suggestion by the reminder that architects e -
fqr the Planned new cities along his l::"“ay had accompanied Aiexander‘sjourney: east. (For a continuation of the 7\
discussion, with particular reference to the Royal Tomb at Vergina, sce P. W. Lehmann, 4/A4 86, 1982, pp.
437-442, and articles cited there.) On the hat, see B. M. Kingsley, “The Cap that Survived Alexander,” 4/A
85, 1981, pp. 39-46; and of. D. B. Thompson, Troy: the Terracotta Figunines of the Hellenistic Period, Sup-
pIemanar).' Monograph I1I, Princeton 1963, pp. 53-55, for a nice summary on this hat.

In o!:l_]ection to Boyd’s suggestion, it has been pointed out that other Greeks preceded Alexander in the
east, for instance the Ten Thousand (W. M. Calder I1I, A/4 85, 1981, p- 334). But this was not an outfit
prepared to build cities. They did pass the ruins of Nineveh, and Xenophon describes for us its remarkable
walls; but _mostly the way lay through primitive villages. Engineering was rather common sense, such as going
upstream in order to get across an impassable river. ‘

"2 Boyd, op. ait., p. 89, note 22.

" Rickman 1971, p. 298.
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What are in general the features of a municipal granary, present to a greater or lesser
extent in recognized Hellenistic buildings of this kind, in Pergamon (the “Arsenals”, first
half of 3rd century B.c.), Miletos (the Magazine, 2nd century B.c.), Morgantina (the Gran-
ary, early 3rd century B.c.),”* and greatly developed (and the outer shape altered) by the
Romans? One looks for a long, narrow building that is mostly enclosed, for security as well
as against weather and vermin, yet with sufhcient light, as far as possible dry and cool, and
with a raised floor ventilated beneath. If the grain is stored loose, the lateral thrust is such
that the walls must be very strong; if of stone, they are often buttressed, cf. the Morgantina
building. A municipal granary should be not far from the city center, since the State is
vitally concerned with the place of storage of grain. It should be so far as possible free from
adjacent buildings, to lessen the danger of fire.” Finally such a granary should be well
placed for access, the entrance open on a quiet and protected square, where handling would
cause the least inconvenience; and it should be connected as directly as possible with sea
transport.

These specifications come largely, and in part word for word, from Rickman’s volume
of 1971. Let us see how they fit the Middle Stoa, cf. again Figure 1 and Plate 4:b. Long and
narrow, it had an outer colonnade largly closed by high parapets doweled in place between
the columns, with an open area left at the top for light and ventilation. The screening was
absent from some intercolumniations (there are drums without marks of dowels) but may
have closed the whole north side as well as the east and west ends and perhaps adjacent
parts of the south side. If so, our building would have considerable resemblance to the
Magazine Building at Miletos, which was two-aisled and one-storeyed like the Middle
Stoa, enclosed on most of all four sides, and probably entered in the middle of one of the long
sides (the west side).” The Magazine Building is not peripteral but does have engaged
columns decorating the most visible short side (except here, it is closely surrounded by other
buildings). It is not known how this Miletos building was lighted.”” The Middle Stoa is
better placed as a granary in that it is more free of other buildings on its high podium, and in
that it does open on a “quiet and protected square”, the area marked “South Square” in
Figure 1. Access for the grain might be from the southwest, by the branch running north

“* For pre-Roman granaries, cf. Rickman 1971, pp. 252-257; Coulton 1976. p- 11; and references given by
both. A recently excavated second granary at Morgantina has been reported: 4/A 87, 1983, p. 226. For “roy-
al” Macedonian granaries in Chalkis destroyed by Antiochos III in 200 B.C, see Livy, xxx1.23.7-8. Livy,
writing in the time of Augustus, refers to the buildings as horrea. His text does not give us their shape. I owe
the reference to M. B. Wallace.

”> Regulations known to me are 4th century after Christ, see Rickman 1971, p. 191.

"¢ Coulton 1976 (p. 259) states that the entrance to the Magazine at Miletos was at the south end: cf. also
his p. 6, where the building is listed as “end-entered”. But Knackfuss, the authority he cites (Milet 1, vii),
describes it as apparently entered from the middle of the long (west) side (Knackfuss 1924, p. 176). CF. also G.
Kleiner, Die Ruinen von Milet, Berlin 1968, p. 120. Coulton's useful volume has other slips: e.g. on p- 221
there is a statement that the Middle Stoa in the Athenian Agora has three lower column drums in situ “at each
end”, whereas of course at the west end even the stylobate is far from being in situ. On the remains and sug-
gested restoration of the Middle Stoa, see Agora XIV, Pp. 66-68, and Guide®, pp. 164-166.

" Knackfuss 1924, p. 176. The Magazine Building apparently had a hip roof This would look we!l on the
Middle Stoa, in association with the 2nd-century(?) form of the “Heliaia” (cf. Pl. 4:b); and in fact no partof a
raking geison for the building has been found But I learn from W. B. Dinsmoor, Jr. that the position of the
interior supports of the Middle Stoa precludes, or practically precludes, a hip roof.
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from the same east-west road from the Piraeus Gate that served South Stoa I, taken to be
the earlier Alphitopolis. Or sacks might have been lowered or loose grain poured by chute
through the back of South Stoa 11;7® as with South Stoa I, little is known of the back wall of
this building. Access for carts or pack animals to the receiving and distribution area is
apparently not to be expected; at any rate it is not provided in the Roman Aorrea at Ostia.”™

Finally there is the matter of the raised floor ventilated below, the feature of the Indus
Valley granaries which reappears so remarkably in Pergamon 1700 years later and be-
comes a regular feature of the Roman granaries throughout the Empire, including Brit-
ain.®® We have no actual parts of such a floor from the Middle Stoa. It seems quite possible,
however, that there was one, of wood, over most of the area of the building. Only at the east
end do we find the floor level preserved; for the rest there is a gap (irregular) of a meter or
more between the top of the building fill as found and the stylobate level above. Here is at
any rate space for such a floor and its elevation. On the floor, whether of wood or clay, we
may perhaps restore in imagination the wooden divisions of the long room into storage
sections, such as are hypothesized, tentatively, for the Miletos Magazine. The remains of
the Middle Stoa showed marks of strong burning, an indication that there had been much
wood construction.?!

Many activities must have been involved in the operation of a large municipal granary.
They might have been accommodated, at least temporarily, in sections of the partitioned
interior of the Middle Stoa. On the other hand, one notes in the East Building, in the long
east room, certain marble bedding blocks sometimes thought to have had tables set into
them;*? and tables suggest cash exchanges, perhaps the business part of a municipal gran-
ary. Some of the other rooms in the East Building could be used to house committees that
formerly met in South Stoa I. South Stoa II made the needed enclosure, and perhaps pro-
vided shelter for the grain as it was received, with refreshment for the porters at the drink-
ing fountain at the center.®> To complete the complex, the “Heliaia” (Pl. 4:b) may have had
its roof with supporting peristyle added about when South Stoa II was built. Business con-
nected with grain could absorb this further space. Or perhaps business connected with flour.

In this article, and often (if not consistently) in various publications, there has been an
assumption that the commodity available in an Alphitopolis was grain; note that there were
two of these facilities in our general area in the 5th century B.c., one in Athens, and an

~ 7® On pouring in grain at the top and extracting it from the bottom, hopper-fashion, see our fuller informa-
tion from Egypt, cf. Rickman 1971, p. 298

;: Rickman 1971, pp. 8, 86, on evidence at Ostia.
2y Rickman 1971, p. 255. There are fine remains of the granaries on Hadrian’s Wall.

Gmdf_‘}: p- 166; and cf. W. B. Dinsmoor, Jr., The Propylaia to the Athenian Akropolis, 1, The Prede-
cessors, Princeton 1980, p. 35, note 1: “The fire that destroved (the Middle Stoa) was so intense that the inner
face of every architectural member is terribly mutilated.” I am oblized to Mr. Dinsmoor for finding for me this
published statement. For the suggestion of wooden divisions in the Miletos Magazine, see Knackfuss 1924, P
177. The author concludes (pp. 158-159) that the building must have been destroyed by an earthquake rather
than a fire, since its remains show relatively little in the way of burning. ‘ ‘

]9;:21'1. .?{.)?Thompson, The Athenian Agora, A Guide to the Excavation and Museum, 2nd ed.. Princeton
. p- 102.

3 Agora X1V, p. 69, iig. 24.
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earlier one, built by Perikles, in Piraeus.®* The word ought actually to mean “the place
where barley meal is sold”. We tend to assume that the ancients used the term loosely to
refer to grain, even wheat, rather than anvthing ground. Perhaps this is partly because we
do not find reference to, or evidence of, public lour mills in the Greek world before the 1st
century B.C. but suppose the grinding was done with handmills in individual households.
Strabo, however, does mention a watermill at Kabeira in Pontos in connection with the
palace built by Mithradates the Great (132-63 B.C.), grandson of Pharnakes.®* We may
note that in the Athenian Agora a watermill of later times fell close to the east of where the
Middle Stoa had been and another to the east of the position of South Stoa I:%¢ possibly they
had predecessors. At any rate the ancient granaries at Haruppa in the Indus Valley did have
associated flour mills; circular platforms have been found close by, with empty centers in-
dicating the former presence of a wooden mortar similar to those still used in Kashmir, at
any rate in 1947, for pounding grain.®’

Granted that it was Pharnakes I who made possible the construction of the Middle
Stoa, the Long Stoa of its time, a building “marked by craftsmanship of a high order,” we do
not know that he ever saw it. It would be good to think that at least this par- of the complex
was completed before his death and that his statue stood in the quadriga on the great monu-
ment base against the north terrace. If even he visited Athens in about 183 B.c., standing on
the north terrace of South Stoa I, the old and dilapidated Alphitopolis, he could at least see
the outlook to come from the terrace of his new building, over the ancient Athenian civic

center, beyond the Painted Stoa to the foothills of Parnes, where Harma marks the place of
Phyle on the horizon.

**W. Judeich, Topographie von Athen, 2nd ed., Munich 1931, PP- 364-363, with footnote 1 on p. 365, for
Athensjand pp. 448-449 for Piraeus. Both Judeich (0p. cit., P- 363) and Wycherley (The Athenian Agora,
111, Liferary and Eprigraphical Test:monia, Princeton 1957, p- 21 under no. 3) have pI’aced the Athenian Long
Stoa somewhat outside the Agora proper because of the scholion on Birds. 997, according to which “Kolonos”,
which they take to be the Market Hill, lies behird it. But apparendy Kolonos in this instance is a district, not a
hill. of. Wycherley in The Phofm'x 13, 1959, p. 74, with reference to D. M. Lewis. '

*% Strabo, x11.556; of. RostovizefT, op. ait. (footnote 14), p. 365.

% Guide?®, p. 136. «

¥ Ancient India 3, 1947, p- 78, and see pl. XXXIV and XXXV A (R. E. M. Wheeler). C. G. Koehler has
c;lled my attention to large mills at Pompeii which seem to have been powered by animals or possibly some-
times by hands. For photographs of these heavy “machines”, see for instance A. Majuri, Pomperi, 2nd ed.
Novara 1943, pp. 102, 114. The oven is to be seen behind a line of mills, and there was associated also a shop
for the finished products. In one oven were found 81 loaves on which the baker had closed the oven door. So
that here. in the Ist century after Christ. the milling was done by the bakers, rather than at the granary.
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APPENDIX 1
Dated List of Eponyms in Knidian Stamps

This list is subject to adjustments as new information or understanding permits us to correct and
sharpen it. So it remains a work sheet, but one which should be of general use since it is the only one
of its kind in print. The names with their date indications were sent in my letter of September 6,
1978, to P. M. Fraser, to be entered only in their alphabetical positions in the Lexicon of Greek
Personal Names which he is preparing. On the lexicon, see JHS 102, 1982, pp. 237-238. On its
coverage, see the second paragraph. “Artefacts”, listed as a category separate from coins, etc., must
include the many thousand amphora stamps from studies of which this and other dated lists of
eponyms and fabricants have been contributed to the lexicon, by the editor’s request. See also foot-
note 54 above.

To explain the various indications beside the names, I begin with the date equivalents expressed
by Roman numerals; read “ca.” with all figures: ’

11T 220-188 B.C.
IV A 188-167

IVB 167-146

v 146-108

VIA 107-98

VIB 97-88

VIC 85-78 (?)

VII lalef"t__l'_raji.lsz B.C.

To correspond more closely with the way these numerals have been used to sort by date the
Rhodian names (see below, Appendix 4), some of the earliest Knidian eponyms should rather be
attributed to Period II, which, for the purpose of counting Rhodian eponyms, does not end before
the last decade of the 3rd century. One of these early Knidian eponyms is certainly "Apxtmidas, cf.
Plate 2, 4 and 7. Not all the early ones have been sorted out yet, however, and Knidian eponyms
datable before about 188 B.c. are here all included under ITI (which might be expanded to mean “I11
and a little earlier”). For the derivation of the Roman numeral date periods as applied to Rhodian
names, see BCH 76, 1952, p. 525; they were adapted from those by which Grakov divided chrono-
logically the astynomoi of Sinope (cf. pp. 00-00 above and foetnores 49-33), and the Rhodian names
were sorted according to discovery_.fr'f the Pergamon deposit, considered then to date ca.
220-180 e.c., or in Carthage or Corinth, both destroyed in 146 B.c., or in miscellaneous other
contexts known at that time. In contrast, it has been possible with the Knidian to isolate the eponyms
belonging to two periods that are administratively distinctive in Knidos: 1) the eponyms named as
(or with) phrourarchoi (188-167 s.c., period of the occupation of Knidos by Rhodes, our Knidian
IV A); and 2) those accompanied in the stamps by pairs of officials who ma-y be called duoviri (the
stamps often call them andres, and they are always two; this is our Knidian VI). Other traces (epi-
graphical, historical) of these pairs of commissioners have not been brought to my atiention, al-
though I published a detailed listing of them as early as 1956. They are dated for us by mass pres-
ence in destruction fillings, in Athens the destruction by Sulla in 86 B.c., and in Delos that by Mith-
radates in 88 B.c. I have assumed that the containers endorsed by their stamped names were part of
the apparatus of Roman tax collecting in the province of Asia, brought 10 a halt by Mithradates,
again in 88 B.c. On eponyms of the duoviri period, VIA—VI B, and VI C, see Pnyx, pp. 147-150,
u:rherc the accompanying duoviri are named with each eponym but where some pérjposed explana-
tions are Probably wrong and have been superseded; see also Délos XX VII, pp. 320-323, for adden-
da et corrigenda, including notes on tax gatherers. The date 108 B.c. proposed for the beginning of
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the duoviri period is derived by counting back from 88 B.c.; there are about 20 eponyms named with

duoviri who must have preceded that date. We have an accidental synchronization with the Rhodian

class for the end of Period V in that many Rhodian stamped handles have been found in Samaria

which was destroyed in 108 B.c.; cf. Délos XXVII, p. 296. For distinguishing between eponyms of

IV B and V, with Knidian as with Rhodian this depends fairly largely on presence in or absence
000-000C): The index of our.Delos chapter (Délos XXVII, pp. 374-378) was carefully made and
leads to information on many individual Knidian and Rhodian eponyms, fabricants. and duoviri. Its
dates in the 3rd century B.c., however, are to be revised as directed in Grace 1974, p. 200; on the

latter, see beginning of Appendix 2 following here.
. IV A, then, is the period of the phrourarchoi, of whom apparently three served each year, in
¢ 1%~ four-month terms (see =80 above withdectnee39); all unqueried eponyms marked IV A in the
following list (save those marked IV Aa E) are known in one or more stamp types with the title,
" usually }b’poz}papxos', occasionally Q?wrp&pxé'w or &pxwv. Knidian IV A is overlapped in time by
Rhodian III, of which the last seven years (“IIlc”) are at present dated ca. 182-175 B.c. As the
minuscule ¢ following the Roman numeral means late in the period, so a minuscule a (e.g. TV Aa)
means early. Other indications: @ identifies a phrourarch named in known stamps together with
another sort of eponym; E identifies an eponym named in known stamps together with one or more
phrourarchs; ITT-1V marks an eponym not in the Middle Stoa filling and not as yet known with the
title phrourarchos but named by fabricants of late I1I or early IV, so that he is dated by name con-
nections. Names of persons present in the Middle Stoa filling or in that of the Stoa of Attalos are
followed in the list by (MS) or (SA), with a figure added if there is more than one example. Names
listed in footnote 57 are not here marked (MS). Note that the presence of Knidian eponym names in
_the construction filling of the Stoa of Attalos may indicate for them an end date of 157 B.c. rather
+17- > than 146, f. above, pp.-066-666--

S\

GENERAL LIST OF KNIDIAN EPONYMS

"Aya@séBovios ITI-TV? ‘AmoXwwios IV Aa @ (MS 3, SA; abbr)
"AyafdBovios VII ’AmoAAdwios VII
"Ayabordis IV A (SA 2) “Apms VII
'AyafoxAds V 'Aplorawos VI B
‘Ayéorparos IV A (SA) "Apiorapyos IV A (SA)
‘Ayias IV Aa @ "AptoTeldns -as IV A (SA)
‘Aylas VI B "Aptotior IV Aa
Nyvwr IV A "AptaToyévns IV Aa E (SA)
ﬁ/ "Abyroxys 11I-1V 'Apworédapos VI B
"AXéfavdpos VI A "AptororAis IV B (SA)
"Aporédns IV Bor VA? ‘Aptororparns VI B
"Aptyvras IV Bor VA? "Aptorounins VI A
"Avafavipidas VII "Aptordmols VII
"Avafizzidas IV B (SA) Aptorwridas IV A ) )
lﬁ\m'jpo,ue'vqg VIB 'Ap,uwg_llll-l\-’ (SA) i OO
_Avtavdpos IV A (SA) "Aprépwy 1TI-1V (MS, SA: abbr.) '
Avtiza(rpos) VII 'Apx€orparos IV Aa & (MS)

"A70AXGwpos V
‘AmoAwvidas IV A
"AmoAAwridas VI C

"Apxirmidas 111 (MS)
"AokAnm VII
AckAnmiadns IV A (MS)

from Carthage, Corinth, and the construction filling of the Stoa of Attalos; see discussions above PR, £
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"AckAnmodwpos TV A (SA)
'AckAnmicdwpos V
‘Acwacios IV A
"Axatés V11

Biwr IV A (SA)
BovAapxidas IV A
Aaizados VI A
Aaparpios 1T1-1V
Aapoyévns 111 (MS 15?)
Aapoyévrns VIC
Aapoxpiros VI A
Aapdxpiros VIC
Aapoxpiros VII
Aelipdvns IV Aa E
Anpurrpios VII
Awaco( 111 ?
Awoyévns IV B
Awdoros VII ?
Awdwpos VII
AtoxAs V

AroxAns VII
Awoviaies IV A
Awovigios V
Atovvoios VI B
AwovvaokAzs VIC
Adwr IV B (SA)
Alwr V
Apaxovropévns IV A
Apaxovropévnys VII
Ap&xwl’ IV B
Aparwr V

"Emiyérns IV A
"Emiyovos IV B
*Emwparys IV A
*Emwkparys VII
"Emwvdns 111
"Eqwicidas IV Aa ©
'Emwnkidas V
‘Emigavns -1V
"Emiyappos IV B (SA)
“Epporparys IV A (SA 5)
‘Epuddavros IV B
“Eppddavros VI B?
“Eppwr VI B
{E#1Bovdos VI C
EZBovAos VII
Elyévns IV Aa E?
Edkpdrgs IT1 (MS 19, SA)
Edxparns IV B
Edrparior IV A 2 |

Et¢payopas IV B
Ev¢payopes VI B
Ev¢paydoas VII
Ev¢pavwp V
Evppavwp VII
Edgpo( ? VII
Ef¢por IVA
Znvotoros IV B

“Hpogerros V

GalpfBooridas V
Oealdnros [1I-1V
Ocutorwvaros 111 (MS 3)
Oevyerns IV Aa E
Oefoapos 111 (MS)
Oevéapos V1I

OeldoTos IV A (SA 2)
Oevdwpidas IV B
Qetdwpos VII

OevkAns IV A

Qevfevos IV A (SA)
Oedmoumos VI C
Oedgavros IV Aa (MS)
Oet'guros 111 2

Oetdwr IV A
Onpokrparnys 111 (MS 18)
Onpoxpdrys IV Ba
"lacwr 111 (MS)
“leporAds V

“I=mapyos VI Aa
"lodwpos VII
KaiMibapas Va
KaXApnéns VI A
Kaiezzos VII
KaiAwros 1T (MS 15, SA)
Kapresboros V
Kieavdpidas IV A (SA 2)
KXéavdpos IV A
KXewginmidas IV B (SA)
KAerogar ITT (MS 35, SA 2)
KXeveparys 111 (MS)
KXetpBporos IV B (SA 2)
KXevwifins VII
KXetmohs IV A (SA)
Kletmolis VI A

KXéwr IV Bor Va
KAqromodis IV A (SA 3)
Koipavos IV B

KvdoxAqs V

Aarparos VII

Aaxapros I1I-1V

33
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Acwr 111 (MS 17) Nuvéorikos V

Avaarwos 111 (MS 9) PodoxAns IV A

AvawAqs (2), T11 (MS 2) Tixeos 111

Avewdns IV B TipvAtvos IV A ?

MeyaxAns IV B ZipvAtvos V ?

Mevardpos 111 ? IrparoxAns VI A
Mevexparns IV Aa @ Lwkparns IV Aa E (MS 11)
Mevexparys V Twaipayos IV A (SA)
Mervéraos 1112 Loaigpwr VI A b
Mevéorparos IV A Lworpal ITI-1V -
Meéviazmos IV A? Tavpioros IV Az &
Meévimzos TV B (SA 2) Taxiwmos IV A

Mnrpodwpos I11 (MS 15, SA) Terexpewr IV B (SA)
Mooyos IV Aa & N Tereaippwr IV A
Nixaoi(BorAoes IIT (MS 16, Sa) TwaxXe( IV Aa E
Nixaoipayos IV Aa (MS 4) Twacwiparns V

Nixopayos V Twobeos IV A

Novunuvios VII Tiwoaberns IV A

ZevoxAns IV B Twopar IV A ’
'Or\v,umé&wpos‘ IVAad ddapzeros [TI-IV (MS, Sa 2)
MNavraiéwy 111 (MS) durrjras 111 2 ! o
Miodvos VI B ®iAimmos IV Aa (MS 10, SA)
TToXiot'y ns ITT (MS 48, s}é B gk dizmos V

[oAiras I11-1V ‘ P VII

IMoAiras VI A P riwy 111 (MS 5)
MoAirns 111-1V ®iAigros IV Bor Va
DoAizns VI A D iwr? 11

no.\ﬁvarog? IVA? (ba).éﬁapos‘ IVA

ﬂOAt‘KP&T?Jg IVA fbtonp&qu' IV Aa @ (MS)
[ToAvyapys IV B (SA) QW opBporidas V
IMoAtxapuos TV Aa E (MS, SA) Ghopn(dns) VII

Ipopabiwy 11 (MS 2) . 7 ®uogbérys VII

I‘Ipo,uq(’lli? Tgoye, o'y didogowr IV Aa (MS, SA)
MroXeLatos IV A (SA 2) ®idraros IV Aa (MS 2, SA 6)
IMroXep tos V DAridas IV A

[MroAepalos VII ddwy VII

nt'eéxpr.ms‘ ITI(MS $) pr‘a’;w:ﬂs Vv

The general list of Knidian eponvms is followed here by a repeat of those of Period VI, an-
notared with the names of the duoviri that appear on the same amphoras with each of these epo-
nynis; i.e. their terms were at least in part contemporary. Note overlaps from one term to another in
some cases, as between 'Avdpouévns and "Apioroxpdrys, presu mably these two eponyms served one
right after the other. For the latest of the eponyms. examples are relatively few, and we have not yet
established all the names of the duoviri of this period.

The list is somewhat revised {rom that published in Pnyx, p. 149, most of the revisions having
been called for in Délns XXVII (see p- 321, note 2); cf. also p. 350, under E 180. The letters A B,
and C following the names refer to the chronological divisions of Period V1. For their dates, see
beginning of this Appendix. VI A and VI B precede 88 B.C. and the liberation of Knidos from the
Roman tax gatherers by Mithradates. The eponyms marked VI A are named on jars of the maker
Aapoxparys, those marked VI B, on those of his successor Awooxovpidas; VI C is the period of



2%

THE MIDDLE STOA DATED BY ANMPHORA STANPs

(5]
tn

about seven eponyms whose terms fell apparently after the Romans took back Knidos in 85 s.c Cf.
Délos XXVII, pp. 321-323.

KNIDIAN EPONYMS OF PERIOD VIWITH ACCOMPANYING DUOVIRI

"Aylas (B) "ApioTokATs — "ApTépwr
'AXéfardpos (A) "ApteToBovAes—Mdoyos
Kparns—IloAirys
"Avépopevms (B) "Aynainohis— " Epulas
'Ayneizolis— Epuodavros
"Amorwribas (C) Aaparpios—Et¢ppwr
"AploTawos (B) ’."—\7{&5‘— 'ApLoToyerns
"Aptorodapos (B) "AmoANodwpos— Awoyvyros
'Apiororparys (B) "lacwr—Mvuierys
"Aynoimois— "Epuddarros
"ApioTounins (A) Evxparns—IloAtxapuos
‘Izmoorparos—IloAtyapuos
Aaildaros (A) ’Apiorawos—Eparidas
Aapoyeévns (C)
Aapoxpiros (A) Kparns—IToAiras -r7s
Kparns—Ilovoouiérys
Aaporpiros (C) "Avravipos— “Eppwy ?
Atoviotos (B) "AyabokAtjs—Oetkpiros
AvovvoorAss (C) Aeligpavns—| Jarys
‘Eppogdavros (B?) "Abavidwpos— AmoAldrios
} "Ayabodwpos— Amoidrios
Eppwr (B) "AptordBorios—Merdvras
[E¥?]BovAoes (C)
E:';q’:-pay%oas (B) Evmolepos—Adyns
Oevmopmos (C) "Apiorets—Bdrxtos

“Immapxos 6 Atovvaior (A)Kparepos—NixaoiBovios
“Eppias—Nuixag{BovAos

KaiAiundns (A) “Izwdorparos—IloAbyappos j

KAevsmoAts (A) Mvboxpiros—gnuadns LY

IMigives (B) Ei{ﬁovhos—KEp/eéaas “J V’/
. "AmOANGEwpos— Audypnros '

TloAiras (A) "Tacwr—Kahimmos

MoXiz7s (A) Avovdoos—Dirdmos

IrpatorAijs (A) Edxparyns— .-,Z’)\n'-r:o&;s 5/

‘Izmoorparos—RAetmoAes =
Lwaippwr (A) Anpﬁpwq— Kvdorbévys 4{/
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APPENDIX 2
Remarks on Revised 3rd-century Dating, On the Stamps in Thompson’s Hellenistic Groups A-E,
and on Agora deposits H 13:1 and Q-R 10-11:1 and 2 v

The article Grace 1974 is a brief report on extensive studies of the sequence of dating officials named
in Rhodian stamps. It is the results of these studies that have pointed to the lowering, by about 353
years, of previously accepted dates of 3rd-century deposits at the Athenian Agera, including
Thompson’s Group B, bringing the chronology into fair agreement with that implied by the associa-
tion of certain Ands at Koroni in Attica with events of the Chremonidian War of 2635-260 s.c. See
Grace 1974 and its numismatic appendix by J. H. Kroll for references to articles in Hesperia of
1962-1964 reporting and discussing these finds. Note that the end date of the Middle Stoa filling is
not affected by these revisions, nor do they lower 2nd-century dates in general. I append here my
present dating of the stamps in Thompson’s five published Hellenistic groups. For his publication,
see Bibliography above, under Thompson 1934; cf. also footnote 56. It need hardly be said that here
as elsewhere we are building on Thompson’s work and that before his 1934 publication there was
nothing from which to depart. The very notion of publishing a group of pottery from a well or
cistern as if the contents were part of a tomb group,or coins of a hoard, dating each other, seems to
have originated with this article.

For Rotroff's comments on the dates of the Thompson groups, see Agora XXII, pp. 107-110.
On Group C, cf. now a}so her comments in Hesperia 52, 1983, pp. 276-278.

Group A (G 13:4), lower fill (depth 4.45): the single stamped handle, SS 1160, is from a die that
named the Thasian annual official TyAéuaxos; for another impression, see A.-M. and A. Bon, op.
ait. (footnote 25 above), p. 392, no. 1607. Third quarter of 4th century B.C. A handle (on a restored
jar) stamped with another type naming Tq)\e',uaxos' comes from Agora deposit F 17:3, ‘construction
filling, third quarter of 4th century; cf. Agora XII, p. 390, on the deposit. On the recent identifica-
tion of persons in one-name stamps of Thasos as annual officials (rather than potters, who might
endorse their products for 30 years) see Garlan 1979. Note that SS 11607s a small fragment and
may well be earlier than Group A as a whole. -

Group B (H 16:3): end date now set at ca. 240 B.c.; cf. Grace 1974, pp. 194, 197, and p. 198,
note 19, with Thompson’s present opinion. _

Group C (G 6:2): the single stampec handle, SS 282, a Knidian published with a wrong res-
toration in Grace 1934, p. 269, no. 199, is to be read:

"Exmi] Mav[ra]Aélovros) Ku{{(diov) ’
 monogram

The type number of the stamp is KT 1784; on Knidian stamp types, see footnote 28 above. Three
other examples are now on record, two from the Agora; together they complete the reading of the
type. There are two variant types with the same name and monogram, with a total of eight more
examples. from Arhens/and Alexandria, of which one is SS 11981 from the Middle Stoa building fll
(example of KT 1443). INavraléwy is known in Knidian stamps only in these three types. In the
published commentary on SS 282"cited above. correct the reading given for SS 556, also from the
Middle Stoa filling: the reading of the name (in the genitive) should be ®idioriwros. Eponyms
named in these Knidian circular types with monograms in the center are mostly present in the
Middle Stoa filling; one is;ﬁxm:faaé. named alsoon 4 and in 7 (P1. 2). I should date SS 2827in the
late 3rd century B.c., which suits Thompson's date for Group C, beginning of the 2nd century. It is
true that there is only a single handle, but in this case it is not a small chip that is preserved but the
whole handle with both attachments.

W
Group D (H 16:4): the single stamped handle. SS 336, a Knidian. is listed in Grace 1934, p.

-
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275, as bearing an “unrestored rectangular seal”; its stamp has since been identified (chiefi. by
comparison with TD 3862, a well-preserved impression in Delos) and is to be restored as follows.
with the reading of KT 1272:"
[’E7t ©@aAwBpo)-
[ida Xappo] -
xpa[7)elvs] mono-
[Krideor] gram

On Xappoxparns, see Délos XXVII, p. 326. E 61. This fabricant names eponyms of the late
second quarter and early third quarter of the 2nd century. Stamps naming ©@aXwBporidas have not
been found in the Stoa of Attalos construction filling, nor in Corinth or Carthage, up to the present.
Presence of SS 336 in Group D suggests a date for D slightly later than that proposed by Thompson.
“the middle of the 2nd century”.

Group E (F 15:2)" the 13 stamped handles from this deposit are all Knidian. Of five eponyms
named, two (Edkparns and KAetpBporos) are datable shortly before the middle of the 2nd century,
a third (KaeAA{dapas) shortly after that, a fourth (LAyanxAﬁs) further on in the third quarter, and
a fifth £"TepoxAd)s, probably in the last quarter) but in any case before about 110 B.c. This latest
official in the deposit is also the commonest, dating five stamps from jars of four different fabricants.
Name connections show that his term fell not long before the period when duoviri were named on
Knidian amphoras; on this practice and its dates, see above, Appendix 1. On the stamps in Group E,
see Pnyx, p. 156, under no. 145, where the eponyms are all named, and Délos XXV1I, p. 322. Date
these stamps, then, from late in the second quarter of the 2nd century to perhaps about the middle of
the last quarter, in any case not after ca. 108 B.c., when duoviri began to be named.

For some deposits at the Agora of which the stamps do go down to Sulla’s destruction, see Délos
XXVII, p- 321, bottom.

I add finally notes on two Agora deposits perhaps both related to the construction of the Middle
Stoa.

H 131

Fill in a shallow tiled well in the ancient road just to the west of the Middle Stoa, at a lower
level. The surface of the road before the Stoa was built, and the mouth of the well, lay about five
meters below the surface of the stylobate of the Stoa; cf. Figure 2, but the level of the pre-Stoa road
was a little lower than that of the later one in the picture. The well was excavated in April 1948/(/cf.
Hesperia 18, 1949, top of p. 224),7; on the road, ib1d., p. 213 (Thompson). The well as found, with its
ancient filling in place, was partly covered by what seemed to be the continuation of a temporary

light retaining wall that lay beyond and fairly parallel with the west side of the Stoa and faced west, .

like the retaining west wall of the Stoa’s podium. See Figure 3, from an actual-state plan, for the
well (H 13:1), the light retaining wall thit crossed it (X—X), and the west end of the Middle Sioa to

the right. One may suggest that this temporary wall (of which only part of one course has remained) -

was found to be needed while the wes: end of the Stoa was under construction. presumably to hold
an earth filling to support scaffolding for the columns and entablature of the west side and of the
west end of the north side. These columns run close 1o the edge of the podium, with no such margin

as is provided by the terrace along most of the north side of the building. Without some raising of the

ground level around the podium at this end, scaffolding of a formidable height would be required, so
that the heavy drums, etc., could be dropped into place by block and tackle (cf. H. A. Thompson,
The Stoa of Attalos Il in Athens, Excavations of the Athenian Agora, Picture Book No. 2, Princeton
1949, fig. 23). See Plate 5 for scaffolding used in setting up an outer colonnade for the rebuilt Stoa of

o
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Attalos and imagine 2 further four-meter drop to be accommodated by the outer timber
supports, below the steps, i the case of the Middle Stoa. The temporary earth filling was ne
doubt used afterward for further leveling south of the Stoa. No great weight of earth would
have been required: the little wall lies close to the Stoa, enclosing just easy space for working
outside the podium. We do not know how high the temporary filling was carried: any height
would help, and a minimum needed would be a level bottom prepared on those slopes to
take the feet of the scaffolding and of the workers.

The contents of the well H 13:1then perhaps give us a terminus for the erection of the
west end of the superstructure of the Middle Stoa. The finds in this shallow well were few
and included no coins but five stamped handles, all Knidian. Of the five names of fabricants,
*AptoTiov (on SS 10450)"and Opacwy (on SS 10452) are present also in the Middle Stoa
filling, while 'AptoTayopas (SS 10451) is the one who endorses 14 (P1. 3). The stamp of
"Aptorioy (KT 211) combines two dating names, that of the phrourarchos >Emwnidas for
the four-month period and that of a damiorgos Oeuvy<vys for the year; the naming of both
together on the same jar seems to be an early indication in the period 188-167 B.C. (cf. Délos
XXVII, p. 319). The other dating names present, *ApLaTeidrs, Edkpariwy, KAeavdpidas,
and d{Aerwos, are all of 188-167, and for each there is some indication that they are nearer
188 than 167. Certainly there seems no reason to place the group later than the first quarter
of the 2nd century. Of the dating names, however, only ®{Atmos is present in the Middle
Stoa filling; while Oeuvyévns probably brings us to the slightly later period of the Pergamon

deposit (cf. p above with footnote 32). So we date H 13-1 later than the Middle Stoa
flling but only a little later.

Q-R10-11:1,2

Fill under floor of mud-brick building, finding place of the stamped handles SS
11621-11624; plus its construction fill, finding place of SS 11075-11085. On the deposits,
see Agora XXII, p. 106. For the position of the building, se€ no- 43 (“Pre-Stoa Shops”) in
the foldout plan of Guide?. It comprises five shoplike rooms in a east—-west row across the
north-south line of the (later) Stoa of Attalos, 2 little further south than the Bema shown in
Figure 1. Of the stamped handles attributed to the two associated fills, only one may be later
than the latest in H 13:1: SS 11076 which names the Knidian eponym TloAvyap7s. Not
known with the title phrourarchos, he has been attributed to Period IV B; but the fabricants
who date jars by his name date otherwise mostly by phrourarchoi (cf. some types of Tkipros,
Grace 1934, nos. 112-118), and so perhaps he s also to be attributed to IV A. S 11076 is
an example of KT 1446, a type without fabricant and surrounded by a frame, which would
have been supplemented on the other handle of the jar by a fabricant type similarly framed.
Cf. Grace 1934, nos. 103 and 104, framed types of Apdrwy; stamps of this fabricant from
other dies were found in the Middle Stoa filling. (The HF referred to under 103 is the
Middle Stoa filling.)

This temporary mud-brick building may, then. date possibly before the end of the first
quarter of the 2nd century B.c. It had been demolished when the area was prepared to take
its part of the Stoa of Attalos, possibly as early as 157 B.c. Perhaps the shops were

‘;-Hz_
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workshops for carpenters or stoneworkers, or storage places for materials, that facilitated
the construction of the Middle Stoa. Just to their north lay the Square Peristyle, from which
material was drawn that eventually went into South Stoa 11 (Agora XIV, p. 68); the mud-
brick building may have been a way station for this material. Temporary buildings housed
materials, tools, and working space during the restoration of the Stoa of Attalos in
1953-1956; for these sheds, see Hesperia 25, 1956, pl. 25:a.

WV
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APPENDIX 3 /"
Clarification on the Wrecks at the Grand Congloué Site near Marseilles L # [ee / E

For general presentation of the finds underseas at Grand Congloué near Marseilles, see L. S. Cas- -
son, “Sea Digging.” Archaeology 6, 1953, pp. 2/1-228; J.-Y. Cousteau, “Fish Men Discover a 2. ,_
2.200-year-old Greek Ship,” The National Geographic Magazine 105, Washington 1934, pp. 1-36; / =
v* and F. Benoit, Fouilles sous-marines, l'épave du Grand Congloué & Marseille (Gallia), Suppl. X1V, i
" Paris 1961; in all these, the finds are taken as from a single wreck. Because of the incongruity of
date, apparently at least a hundred years, between the so-called “deck cargo” and the Rhodian and ~-
Knidian amphoras associated with the “hull cargo”, I have not doubted from first acquaintance with
this material (1953 or earlier) that at least two ancient wrecks were involved, one nearly on top of
the other, no doubt in a place of bad currents; it is at the foot of a cliff. A part of the hull of the later
ship was mistaken by the divers for deck planking of the earlier ship, despite its sheathing under-
neath with lead (a practice found on outer surfaces): see Cousteau, op. cit., p. 24, and cf. p. 16; also
Benoit, op. cit., p. 17. The upper cargo consisted mainly of over a thousand long Roman jars with
heavy rims (Dressel Type 1), resembling several from Athenian Agora deposit C 9:7, a context dated
to the later 2nd century B.c. by several Knidian amphoras of the early duoviri period; see Amphoras,
fig. 38, for a selection of jars from this deposit, including, to the left, one of the long Roman ones, and
see also Délos XXVII, p. 332, under E 88. The Roman amphoras from C 9:7 are unstamped,
whereas many of those from the wreck are stamped, on their rims, with an abbreviation of the name
Sestius. See recently E. L. Will, “The Sestius Amphoras: a Reappraisal,” /FA 6, 1979, pp. 339-350,
for a summary on the discoveries at the Grand Congloué, with much bibliography on the jars from
the later wreck and related finds from other sites, showing the confusions in chronology that have
resulted for scholars who attributed all the finds at Grand Congloué to a single wreck. Mrs. Will
dates the amphoras of the later wreck “in the first half of the 1st century B.C., Or at any rate not much
earlier than the last years of the 2nd century,” (op. cit., p. 340). (Here she is actually summarizing
her views as given in an earlier article but seems not to have changed her mind.) For the earlier
wreck, the dates she attributes here to V. Grace, “220-180B.c.” (op. cit., p. 340, in note 1), should be
tightened to the last decade of the 3rd century for the Rhodian and Knidian; shapes and names at
180 B.c. are very different from the ones in the wreck. See now her recent article, “Greco-Italic
Amphoras,” Hesperia 51, 1982, pp. 338-356 with corrigenda, Hesperia 52, 1983, p. 154; on p. 348
she revises the date she had given for the earlier wreck. For the Rhodian in the earlier w;eck, Benoit
reports one or more amphoras that name the fabricant ’Aptoriwr and the eponym KAetrdpaxos; see
op. cit., p. 29, and of. the same author in Rhodania, 1954-1955 (Lvon), pp. 9-10; other names are
more doubtfully restored. According to individual dates assigned tentatively by me to the Rhodian
eponyms of ca. 225-175 B.c. (cf. Grace 1974, p. 199), the term of KXetropayos fell in 205 B.c, and
those of the other eponyms named in known pairs with "Apioriwy fell in 210, 208, 207, 204, and
199 B.c.; cf. the whole Jjar of this fabricant that names the eponvm Aopxr)\f@ag’i}_‘m B.C.), published
by J.-J. Maffre, BCH 96, 1972, PP 64-66. with figs. 46 and 47, no. 104. For a photograph of
Rhodian amphoras (large and small) from the wreck. cf. Casson, op. cit., p. 227, fig. 10. Also from
the earlier wreck must be the cargo of over 400 “Greco-Italic” amphoras. Mrs. Will illustrates two
of these from the wreck (“Greco-I1alic Amphoras.” pl. 85:d and e, her Form ¢) and tells us (p. 348
with note 19) that the one to the right (e) bears two impressions of the same Latin stamp, one on

each handle, reading TLQ.IVENT]I. Finally there is a great quantity of black-glazed table ware.
mostly, I believe. of the Campana A class. “now being dated 190 B.c. or a little before by the Cam-
reports (0p. cit., p. 348), and citing a recent publi-
rand Congloué is thus to be dated late 3rd or early 2nd

pana specialist, Jean-Paul Morel.” as Mrs. Will
cation by Morel. The earlier wreck at G
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century B C., and the Latin amphora stamp is one of the earliest known. comparable in date to the
very di ferent one in the Middle Sioa flling, cf. footnote 47 above.

Like Mrs. Will, I called on M. Benoit in Marseilles (October 15, 1955) and saw his finds, and
received every kindness, and thought he was then willing to believe in two wrecks on the site (but not
more, he said). From discussions with M. Katzev, in August 1968 and again recently, I understand
that to nautical archeologists the wood fragments illustrated in the publications are readily dis-
tinguishable as coming from at least two ships; this has long been observed, although nobody has
published about it, since it was now too late to rescue a study of the ships themseives. On the possibi-
lity of one ship settling upon another, cf. G. F. Bass, Archasology Under Water, Harmondsworth
1970 (original text 1966), pp. 87-89; there is specific reference to the finds at Grand Congloué.

It is time now, in any case, that these finds came into their own as two separate groups, both
valuable for reference. Note that a new study by Luc Long, based on further investigation of the site
of the wrecks, is to appear in Archaeonautica 5 in late 1985. A résumé of this study is being pub-
lished earlier by the same author in A. H. McCann, The Roman Port and Fishery of Cosa. 1 am
obliged to Dr. Long for advance information on these publications.

g.’ Lf{



S Uk

APPENDIX 4
Figures on Production of Rhodian Stamped Amphoras

For an idea of the course of actual production of stamped amphoras in Rhodes, we have figures for
exports to Alexandria, from counts made in 1967 of stamped Rhodian handles in the huge Benaki
collection in that city. For such a study one might be expected to use figures assembled from many
sites of import, and no doubt this will be done, but it will be of little interest unless the handles from
each site are first sorted as to date, using an attested chronology. Actually, the figures from Alexan-
dria are so high, so out of scale with those from other sites, that they make in themselves an effective
starzment about production, and that is the case even though for this count we covered only a part of
the Alexandria collections as a whole. (Note that the original collection of the Museé Gréco-Ro-
main, not included in our count now under discussion, would add many thousands: see V. Grace,
“Ancient Greek Wine Jar Fragments in Collections in Alexandria,” Year Book of the American
Philosophical Society, Philadelphia 1955, pp. 321-326. See table, p. 323; but the Benaki collection
was vastly increased in later years.)

Our counts were made on a major section of the Benaki collection, nearly 18,000 handles bear-
ing stamps with the names of Rhodian potters and covering the alphabet as a whole; 18,000 handles
in this count implies 18,000 amphoras, since we are not counting the handles with eponym stamps.
The handles counted were the remainder, and much the greater proportion, of the Rhodian fabri-
cant handles of this collection as a whole, i.e. what was left after the removal of the representative
series, largely set apart by the collector as illustrating (with one or a few examples each) all the
Rhodian fabricants’ names present in his collection. Cf. Archaeology 19, 1966, pp. 286, 288. From
this large remainder, there were also omitted from our count certain names which needed further

study (in particular, sorting into homonyms of different dates).
Here are some results:

Period II, about 35 years (ca. 240—ca. 205 B.c.), 1200 handles dating in this period. an average of
34 per year.

Period I1I, about 30 years (ca. 205-175 B.c.), 2093 handles, average of about 70 per year.

Period IV, about 29 years (175-146), 2257 handles, average of about 78 per year.

Period V, about 38 years (146-108), 8618 handles, average of about 227 per year.

Period V1, about 20 years (108-88), 3267 handles, average of about 163 per year.

Period V gave us some large figures for individual potters: thus we counted 1283 handles bearing

stamps of Mi3as’ a potter known to have dated jars in the terms of 12 eponyms of Period V; on this
fabricant, see above, p. DOQ. _

These figures show very considerable increase in our Period II1 as against the previous period,
an increase, although not so great, in Period IV as compared with IT1, while the handles of Period V
(ca. 146-108 B.c.) are nearly three times as numerous per year of elapsed time as those of any pre-
vious period. After that there is something of a drop, but production in the late 2nd to early 1st
century B.C. seems still much greater than at any time before the middle of the 2nd century. '

Cf. P. M. Fraser, Ptolemaic Alexandria I, Oxford 1972, p. 164: “Rhodian amphora stamps in
Alexandria of the period 200-140, falling both before and after the Senate’s economic sanctions in
167, are not only more numerous than at any other time; they also seem to remain fairly constant
thmu_ghout the Period.” Fraser has it right that the Rhodian handles in Alexandria do not suggest a
drop in productm'n in thodes after 167. He has not got the picture straight for the later periods: his
text here quoted implies a drop after the middle of the 2nd century, whereas there is no drop but a
step rise, as we have seen. No documentation is available for Fraser’s statement quored here.

' The dates given here to the Periods are a little different from those used for Knidian names,

THE MIDDLE STOA DATED BY AMPHORA STAMPS -
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these latter having been adjusted according to known changes in administration in Knidos. For the
origin of the divisions, and for the Knidian Periods, see above, introduction to Appendix 1.

On the Benaki collection, see Délos XX VII, p. 285 with note 1 and references there. In 1966
1967, Barbara Turzynski (now Mrs. Drushell) made a large part of the individual counts on which

the foregoing figures are based. The assembling of the figures by date was done in Athens largely by

Andreas Dimoulinis.
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i 4 APPENDIX 5
Note on the dates of Rhodian Eponyms named AapoxA7s (cf. end of footnote 23) ¢ & ol

Here we have differences of opinion among experts which have not yet been reconciled. I cannot ™"~
now place later than about 189 B.c. an eponym of this name in stamps according to the chronology
laid out in the present article. But an inscription (S/G 111, no. 644b) containing text dated in the
term of the Rhodian AapoxAfjs Aaucov is placed by many epigraphers in ca. 172 or 171 B.C., most
recently by J. and L. Robert, see REG 92, 1979, pp. 460-461. A King Antiochos referred to in the
text as having offered contributions to the Rhodian navy is identified by these scholars as Antiochos
IV (175-163 B.C.), rather than Antiochos III (223-187 B.c.), considered less friendly to Rhodes. It
seems possible that toward the end of his reign, when he was attempting to rally Greece around him
against Rome, Antiochos IIT might have made efforts to please the Rhodians, and also citizens of
some other Greek states, as implied in the inscription. For another tentative vote for Antiochos I1T in -
this connection, see C. Borker, op. cit. (footnote 31 above), p. 208, note 50.

In any case according to present information the AapoxAjs 2nd of the stamps is dated before
175 B.c. by his name on 21 handles in the Pergamon deposit and before ca. 183 by his name on 15
handles in the Middle Stoa building fill; the fact that there are no known handles on which a stamp
with his name is accompanied by a secondary stamp confirms the above dates and probably pushes
him back before 188 (cf. p. 0@"above with footnote 15). If the date of the inscription cannot be put =F -4
earlier, we must accept the fact that the eponym AapoxA7s 2nd in the stamps is not the same person
as the eponym AapoxAds of the inscription, and then apparently that the stamp eponyms (often
called priests in the stamps) are not the priests of Halios who date other Rhodian documents.

The difficulty over AapokAds is not new. In the dated list of Rhodian eponyms by Hiller von
Gaertringen, in his article “Rhodos” (RE Suppl. V, Stuttgart 1931, p. 837), the author dates this
name “vor 172”7 while otherwise attributing names from the Pergamon deposit to the period
220-180; cf. the comment on e.g. Aapuobeuts. Van Gelder (op. cit. [footnote 23 above], pp. 199-200)
dates the inscription 165 B.c. and pulls down AagoxA7s and the whole Pergamon deposit with it.
Cf. Délos XXVII, p. 290, note 5: we cannot use so late a date for the Pergamon stamped handles.

Possibly it is worth remarking that if the stamps cannot date for us a later AapoxA7s, they do
notify us of an earlier one. A small number of handles is known whose shape, and the style of their
stamps, indicate that the AaporAfs they name is datable in or about the second quarter of the 3rd
century B.C. or about contemporary with the Rhodian eponyms found at Koroni (cf. Grace 1974, p.
197). This is AapoxAfjs 1st of the stamps. He would be contemporary with Antiochos I, Soter
(280-261 B.c.) or possibly Antiochos I1, Theos (261-247 B.c.). We can take note that the Rhodian Tz
admiral Agathostratos helped Antiochos II to recover Ephesos in 259°8.c. (CAH VII, p. 713) and

can consider fvhether this might have been in acknowledgment of benefactions received by the Rhod-
ian navy during the term of AapoxA7s 1st.
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CATALOGUE OF ILLUSTRATED ITEMS

Numbers in boldfaced type. here and in the Plates and in the text, are those of items in this cataiogue, all of
which are illustrated (Plates 1-3). All dimensions are in meters.

PraTe 1. Datable late in the period of the construc-
tion flling of the Middle Stoza in the Athenian
Agora: Rhodian amphoras, and a fragment (1),
bearing the first few of a new series of secondary
stamps. Ca. 188-184 B.c.?

1. Stamped handle from the Athenian Agora, SS
2203 found 8.111.34 in a modern wall in Section K.
Main stamp (not illustrated) read and restored
Aalporparevs] around a rose, cf. 2c. Secondary
stamp, on side of upper attachment of handle. rose.
See p. 08 above with footnote 15, example from Tar-
sus. In addirtion to this latter and 1, we have record of
9 handles that bear similar secondary stamps, not all
from the same die. Other published (but not illus-
trated) secondary stamps with rose: Grace 1968, p.
175 and pl. 63:3 (eponym Zippayos); D. B. Shelov,
“Pottery Stamps from the Excavations at Phana-
goria,” Materials and Studies of Archeology in the
USSR 57, 1957 (in Russian), p. 140, no. 78 (I
should now restore the eponym’s name as KaAA(-
xparidas); R. A. S. Macalister, The Excavation of
Gezer 1902-1905 and 1907-1909 11, London 1912.
p- 358, no. 273 (eponvm Klevkpdrys, inscribed in
the die without upsilon, or with upsilon and kappa
in the same place, a known die). I know of no whole
Jar, or fragment preserving both handles, that bears
the rose secondary stamp. But for the eponym handle
from Gezer just cited, the author identifies for us the
fabricant handle. from the same jar, as one of Aapo-
Kparns (op. cit., p. 356. under no. 168); the idenuifi-
cation is the more convincing in that Macalister did
not know, as we do, that that was the right name for

the fabricant of an amphora bearing the rose secon-
dary stamp

2. Amphora in Alexandria, Musée Gréco-Romain
no. G. 344, Intact H 0.776; diam. 0.342; H. of
handles ca. 0.274; capacity (taken with water)
24300 ¢cc. On tops of handles, two complementary
circular stamps. 2a and 2¢; on the side of the artach-
ment of the fabricant handle. secondary stamp, 2b
(visible also in the photograph of 2 as a whole). On
the amphora, see above, pp- 600-000. I am obliged
o Dr. Yousseff El-Ghiriany for permission to pub-
lish this amphora.

2a Dating stamp of 2.
"Emi Nwkacayopa Luwbiov
rose

A stamped handle also in the Musée Gréco-Ro-
main (AVG 1614) bears a rose type with the same
reading as 2a but combined with a different secon-
dary stamp (a kappa like those also known to be used
by Aaporparys). The main stamp is similar to that
of 2a but not from the same die. Apparently secon-
dary stamps identified individual working potters or
subshops.

On the eponym, Nixacaydpas 1st, see above, pp.
00-00. He dates 8 handles in the Middle Stoa build-
ing fill, 9 in the Pergamon deposit.

2b. Secondary stamp of 2: alphz. On secondary
stamps, see footnote 15 above.

2c. Endorsing stamp of 2.
Aapoxparevs

rose
On this endorsement, known examples of which
are very numerous and widespread, see Grace 1968,
p- 175, no. 2; regrettable are the 4 typographical er-
rors in that short paragraph. See also above, pp
00-60. In the Middle Stoa filling, 46 stamps with

‘this reading; in the Pergamon deposit, 55 in the

Alexandria collection of which the count is reported
in Appendix 4 above, 370 (by far the largest figure
for Period III).

3. Amphora from Cyprus, now in Sarasota, Florida.
in the John and Mable Ringling Museum of Art,
acquired in 1928 from the Cesnola collection in the
Metropolitan Museum of Art, New York. H. 0.798;
diam. 0.34; H. of handles, ca. 0.273, 0.28; capacity
(taken with water) 24,774 cc. On tops of handles,
two complementary circular stamps, 3a and 3c; on
the side of the attachment of the fabricant handle,
secondary stamp, 3b (visible also in the photograph
of 3 as a whole).

Previous publication (without illustration): I. H.
Hall, “The Greek Stamps on the Handles of Rho-
dian Amphorae, Found in Cyprus, and now in the
Metropolitan Museum of New York,” Journal of the
Amencan Oriental Society XI. 1883, p. 391, no
5060 (Metrapolitan Museum number). Cf. Bleck-
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mann. op. cit. (footnote 22 above), Appendix 1. p. 32,
no 25. In general on Hall’s publication and the Ces-
nola group. Nilsson 1909, pp. 115-118; V. Grace,
“Rhodian Jars in Florida,” Hesperia 17, 1948, pp.
144-147, which reports my study and recording of
the jars in 1948. On the amphora, see also above, pp._

“00-00. For a published photograph of another of

Cesnola’s jars now in Sarasota, see Nessana I, pl.
XXXIX, upper left, with text, p. 112. In Augus:
1958, Mr. Kenneth Donahue. then Director of the
Ringling Museum, generously gave me a “blanke:
permission” to publish any of the jars I studied there
in 1948. Cesnola’s own romantic accounts of acquir-
ing his collection in Cyprus seem to include no men-
tion of his Rhodian amphoras.

3a. Dating stamp of 3. 7
"Emt Oeaidrjrov TNavapov
rose

Rose stamps with the same reading are known
(inter alia): 1) on two handles in Alexandria (AVG
1487 and 1942 in the Musée Gréco-Romain) that
bear also the special beta shown in 3b, and 2) on two
other handles combined with a secondary stamp tau;
the main stamps are duplicates of 3a (i.e. from the
same die) apparently where the secondary stamp is
beta. See catalogue entry for 2a. On the eponym, in-
cluding a possible identification of this @ealdnros
with a historically known person, see index of this
article, and in particular footnote 23, p. 08 above.
The name dates 6 handles in the Middle Stoa build-
ing fill, 12 in the Pergamon deposit.

3b. Secondary stamp of 3: beta, retrograde® On
this stamp type, see especially p- B9 above with-Loss
note1+
3c. Endorsing stamp of 3.
‘Inwoxparevs
rose
On this endorsement, see p.,@é with footnote 18. In
the Middle Stoa filling, 4 stamps with this'reading;
in the Pergamon deposit, again 4; in the Alexandria
collection of which the count is reported in Appendix
4 above, 261.
Another amphora of “Inmoxpdrys dared in the
same term as 3 is cited by Y. Calvet, Kition-Bam-
boula, 1, Les imbres amphoriques, Paris 1982, p- 26,

under no. 58: amphora in a private collection in Bei-
rut.

L

THE MIDDLE STOA DATED BY AMPHORA STAMPS A4

PLaTe 2. Datable during the period of the construc-
uon filling of the Middle Stoa: 4-9, Knidian am-
phoras and related stamps; 10-12, siamped handles
of Sinopean amphoras, from the filling 3rd cen-
tury B.C. to second decade of 2nd.

4. Knidian amphora in Rhodes, A 236 (MX 625).
Repaired, toe missing. P.H. 0.685. Handles bear
two complementary stamps, belonging respectively
to KT (Knidian Type) 2178and KT 2199." (For
Knidian stamp tyvpes, see footnote 28 above).
a) "Ejmt "Apximmidla b) ABnvizzov
wreath - bee

Photographs of the stamps on 4 are not yet avail-
able. See 7 and 8: 7 is a duplicate of 4a; and 8 is from
a variant type with the same reading and device as
4b. For the context of this amphora, and for various
acknowledgments connected with its publication

here, see p. above with footnote 34. Ca.
220-210 B.C.

5. Knidian amphora from the Grand Congloué
wreck site near Marseil]es’now in the Musée Borély
in that city. H. 0.79, of."F. Benoit, “Amphores et
céramique de I’épave de Marseille,” Gallia 12, 1954,
p- 39, with fig. 4. No stamps mentioned, nor seen by
me, but jar was not clear of marine deposit. Photo-
graph was taken Oc}ober 15, 1955, by permission of
M. Benoit. See p. 00 above with-feowete33 and Ap-
pendix 3 on the earlier and later wrecks at the site. 5
belongs to the earlier wreck, and its closer dating de-
pends on the Rhodian in the same group, also on a
quantity of Campanian ware that was present; on
the chronology of this class of pottery, see the work of
Jean-Paul Morel referred to in Appendix 3. Ca. 210-
200 B.c.

6. Knidian amphora (1961 NAK 205) from the Anp-
gelopoulou lot south of the Akropolis, excavations of
the Archaeological Service in 1961, supervised by G.
Dontas: the jar is now housed with the Angelopou-
lou Collection, at 32 Parthenonos Street. I am
obliged to C. Kanellopoulou for showing me this and
other material from these excavations in 1961; and
to M. Petropoulakou for finding the present storage
of the jar and taking supplementary records; and to
Mrs. Angelopoulou for courtesies to Mrs. Petropou-
lakou on this occasion; and to G. Dontas for permis-
sion to publish it. P.H. 0.765 (tip missing); diam.
0.363, H. of handles 0.245, 0.25. Handles bear each

SO
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an impression of KT 787 (die 1), of which the read-
Ing is
"Ewt Mol
Oevdrd(
In the Middle Stoa filling there were 7 examples
of this type (of which 9 is one), also 41 more handles

~dated by IToAcor'x s or TloAlovxos variously abbre-

viated or in full, named by 7 ﬁlbre_f/abricants. I count
52 examples on file of KT 787, the greater part
found in Athens, but 2 in Corinth and 5 in Alexan-
dria. The reading seems not to have been published
before. Ca. 190 B.C.

7. Knidian stamped handle in Alexandria, Musée
Gréco-Romain no. 15231; in 1955, exhibited in Vit-
rine 3, Room 21. For its exhibition 83 vears ago, see
G. Botti, Catalogue des monuments exposés au
Musée Gréco-Romain d’Alexandrie, Alexandria
1901, p. 225, no. 9 (I owe the reference to M. Petro-
poulakou). The stamp is an example of KT 2178, of
which a duplicate is 4a. Reading, cf. 4a. Date as for
4. For permission to publish 7 and 8, I am obliged to
Dr. Yousseff El-Ghiriany.

8. Knidian stamped handle in Alexandria, Musée
Gréco-Romain, KT 2134 A 1 of our records, stored
in the Museum cabinet by its KT number. Reading
as in 4b. save that in the stamp of 8 the letters are
written between an inner and an outer compass
circle. The die of 4b is somewhat smaller; another
example (unpublished) is KT 2199°ABC 1 (Benaki
Collection). One other type of "A87jyiz7os with bee
is KT 2198, known now in 4 examples. of which the
first (damaged) example (Agora SS 182)has been
published. with a wrong restoration: Grace 1934, P
280, no. 234. The type reading of KT 2198'is as fol-
lows:

"Aby-

bee

vr.":r'::or
(It does not read in a circle like 8. The handle 8
descends from its upper attachment without arching,
like those of the amphora 4. Date as for 4.

9. Knidian stamped handle from the Middle Stoa
building fll. Agora SS 11977 The stamp is a dupli-
cate of those on 6. which see. Ca. 190 pec.
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10. Sinopean stamped handle from the Middle Stoa
building fill, Agora SS 11813.%
'Hgap\efh}s
@orvvduor bow in
4 KaAAwfévor case

No other example on file at the Agora, but in gen-
eral our repertory in this class is limited.

Fabricants named “HpaxXeid7s are known in al}
Grakov's Periods, cf. Grakov 1929, p. 202. The asty-
nomos KaXAto@érns, however, with this device and
this arrangement of the legend, belongs to Grakov’s
Period IV, see op. cit., p. 139. For ancther stamp
type dated by the same official, see for instance 14i4.,
pl. 5, no. 8. Date of Grakov’s IV, to which this sta mp
belongs, perhaps 3rd century B.c. before about 259:
see p. 00 above with footnote 51.

11. Sinopean stamped handle from the Middle Stoa
building fill, SS 12484.7 ;
1A0’T}F[UOFO!¥OS‘] . S ,7

“Ixegiov r[oD]

"Avrimalrpov) [l;h¥£ic
“EAAal §% o
=X herm] -

For another example of the same stamp type, see
Pnyx, p. 163, no. 194. We still lack the fabricant’s
name in full, and Grakov’s lists do not supply it; cf.
“EXAdvicos in Rhodian stamps (Amphoras, fig. 23).
The astynomos belongs to Grakov's Period VI, see
op. cit.,, p. 149, no. 19, for his name and accompany-
ing device, an ithyphallic herm; and cf. E. M. Pridik,
Inventory-Catalogue of the Stamps on Handles and
Necks of Amphoras, and on Bricks, of the Hermitage
Collection, Petrograd 1917 (in Russian), pl. XIV-0
(text, p. 139, 8) for this astynomos combined with a
different fabricant; from the latter stamp [ restore
the title in 11 in participial form. Date suggested by
Middle Stoa context, late 3rd century to before .
183 B.c.; see p. 00 above with footnote 30. {v =

12. Sinopean stamped handle from the Middle Stoa
building fill, $S 12073. ¥

[ASF i e o Tordpoy
‘Eoraiov Tod
Aprepidapolv]  krater

Mrvwp 2
e .

......



Three duplicates of this stamp have been found in
Samaria. G. A. Reisner et al., Harvard Excavations
at Samana 1908-7910, Harvard 1924, p. 316, D. 2
(reading corrected); J. W. Crowfoor et al., The O6b-
jects from Samana, London 1957, p. 385 (two ex-
amples). Both astynomos and fabricant are listed by
Grakov in his Period V1: the astynomos. op. cif., p.
149, no. 11. with mention of the characteristic de-
vice; the fabricant, p. 150, last line. For tvpes of the
astvnomos with various fabricants. see Pridik, op.
at.; p. 69, nos. 151154 (not illustrated).

The three handles from Samaria that have the
same stamp as 12 are, remarkably, half of all the
Sinopean handles ever recorded from that site: see
Nessana 1, p. 106, note. If we had stayed with
Grakov’s original dating for his VI (122-70 B.c.),
they would provide a rather close date for this
‘Egrialos, since Samaria was destroyed in about
108 B.c. As for 11, however, the date suggested by
Middle Stoa context is late 3rd to before 183 B.C.; see
catalogue entry for 11.

Prate 3. First half of the 2nd century s.c., period of
the Middle Stoa construction filling and afterward,
perhaps to 157 B.c. for 15 and 18: Knidian amphoras
and stamps.

13. Knidian amphora from the sea, part of the col-
lection in Syme of Demosthenes Haviaras, on which
see Grace 1971, pp. 53 and 87 with note 90; see also
above, p. 00. Toe chipped; much marine deposit.
P.H. 0.825; diam. 0.373. Handles bear two various-
ly incomplete impressions of KT 2038,/of which the
full reading is
*Ext Twkpa-
Tevs Nixa-
aifovdov .
trident

Five duplicates are known of the stamp. of which
16 is one. In the Middle Stoa flling, this stamp type
has not been found, but both eponym and fabricant
are well represented there. On the eprnsm. see 321in
p. &0 above.

For permission to publish 13. I am again grateful
to Mr. 1. Papachristodoulou, Ephor of the Dodeca-
nese. 1 do not forget the kindness of the family of D.
Haviaras in facilitating our labors the day we re-
corded the jar in Syme. July 3, 1957.

THE MIDDLE STOA DATED BY AMPHORA STAMPS AL

14 Knidian amphora (SS 14142) from cistern A

164 (?) in the Athenian Agora, Mav 1936 The cis-
tern was excavated under difhiculties and coulé not
be completely cleared; the precise finding place of 14
cannot be established The rest of the amphoras and
amphora fragments attributed to A 16-4 are datable
shortly before the middle of the 2nd centurv B.C.
P.H. 0.793 (tip missing); diam. 0.348; H. of handles
0.27. On one handle only, impression of KT 193, of
which type the reading is

CExL ®dimwol(v) (pi like nu)

- *Aptorayépa

Kytdor

Fifteen more examples are known of this stamp
type, including 17 below; the latter was found in
Corinth, the rest probably all in Athens. The read-
ing has not been published before, but it has been
cited: Délos XXVII, p. 317, note 2, which reports
the contents of Amphoras, fig. 64, of which the
second jar is our 14. KT 193 has not been found in
the Middle Stoa filling, but the eponym is probably
the same early phrourarchos ®i\iwwos who is
named on 11 handles in the filling. See p. 00 above
with footnote 36 and associated text. Date, depen-
dent primarily on the name connections of
"Apioraydpas, apparently about contemporary with
the Rhodian 2 and 3 (Pl. 1). Ca. 188-183 B.C.°

15 Knidian amphora from John Threpsiades’ exca-
vations in the Olympieion area in 1939, given to us
to record in 1962. Kept in the courtyard of the store-
house of the Third Ephoreia in Athens. I am obliged
to Mrs. Karayorga, Ephor of the Third Ephoreia,
for permission to publish this amphora; also to M.
Petropoulakou for various facilitations. H.0.835;H.
of handles ca. 0.255. Handles bear two variously in-
complete impressions of KT 167, of which the ful}
reading 1s as follows:

*Emt "AptoroxAels

"AmoA Awriot

Kuibe ov

bull’s head in center

We have listed 66 examples of this stamp 3 pe, of
which 51, including 18, come from various places in
Athens; 3 are from Delos, 1 from Argos, and 11 [rom
Alexandria. Published examples: Grace 1934, p.
248, no. 119; M.-T. Lengér in BCH 81, 1957,

C'SZ_
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g from Atien.
an Alexancria. have been ideniified in ear'.
pubiications Twe examples, SS 14131 and 14155
weie founa in Agora cistern A 16°4, on which ses
above under 14 Another bull's head type of
‘AzcAAdrios, dated in the term of Onooroar-ys 1s
known on a largeiv preserved amphora found in
Corinth, C-36-2421. from South Stoz Well XIV'
On the amphorz 15, and its date, see p. 00 above
with footnote 38, 166-137 p.c.? '

P 166 m O (Fri Argest 2 moie

16 Knidian stamped handle from the excavations bv
G. Siebert on Delos in 1968, in the T4t des Bijoux. in
a deep stratum in Room AC [am obliged to M. Sie-
bert for the detail of its finding place as well as for
permission to publish this handle, inv. no. TD 7305,
also to Madame M.-T. Couilloud-Le Dinahet for
an improvement in the type reading of KT 2038
based on this superior example. The stamp is a

duplicate of those on 13, which see. Early 2nd
century B.C.

17. Knidian stamped handle from Corinth, C-47-
108 from South Stoa, Well 2. Photograph published
by kind permission of C. K. Williams, I1. The stamp
is a duplicate of the one on 14, which see. Second
decade of 2nd century B.C.

18. Knidian stamped handle in the National
Museum, Athens, KT 167 EM 1, probably found in
Athens. Study of the handles in the National
Museum was greatly facilitated by Semni and
Christos Karouzos, when each was Director of the
Museum, and permission to publish was given by
them. The stamp 18 is a duplicate of those on 15,
which see. 166-157 n.c.?

19. Knidiay stamped handle from the Athenian
Agora, SS 14002, from a late context, found in 1954
- = v
in Section HA. The stamp is an example of KT 236,
of which the reading is as follows:
'Aptarox;\fi"s
bull’s head with neck
Twear -four duplicates of the stamp of 19 are
known. all proiably found in Athens, including 3
from the Middle Stoa filling, SS 674, 885, 12180. of
which SS 885 has been published: Grace 1934, pp-
300 (fig. 5) and 302, no. 6. (Too early a date is there
Suggested.) This stamp type (KT 236)"is sometimes
accompanied on the samne handle by a secondary
Stamp with a single letter, as on Rhodian amphora
handles of the same date (cf 2b and 3b on PI. 1

/rji cxL ]

note that although 19 1 2 Kridian jar,
"AptoroxAfs himseif was 3 Rhodi~n On 19-21, see

p ‘00 abeve with fortnotes 40-42 Ce. 188-193 BC (- f

20 Knidiar stamped handle frem the Athenian
Agors, 8S 5688. from a late context. found in 1930
in Section T. The stamp is an example of KT 237 of
which the reading is as follows
‘prrou\(i"s
head and forepaw of lion

Nine duplicates of the stamp of 20 are known. of
which 2 are in Alexandria and the rest in Athens: no
useful context is available. SS 5683 has been cited.
Grace 1949, p. 187 under no. 6. On 19-21, see p. 00
above with footnotes 40-42. Ca. 188-180 5.c.?

21. Knidian stamped handle from the Benaki Col-
lection in Alexandria. KT 238"ABC 9. On the Be-
naki Collection. see reference at the end of Appendix
4 above. For permission to publish 21, I am indebted
to Dr. Yousseff El-Ghirianv. The reading of KT
238 is as follows:
"Aptorordels
rose .

Thirty-one more examples of KT 238 are on file
with us, i.e. of this Rhodian type on Knidian
handles, of which 15 are in Athens and very likely all
15 were found there, 1 is in Corinth, 13 in Alex-
andria, 1 from Memphis in Egypt is now in Phila-
delphia (University of Pennsylvania Museum. inv.
nos. 29-71-135 and M 11720), and 1 is in Delos.
The Corinth example has been published: Grace
1949, pl. 20 and p. 187, no. 6. Some examples have a
flaw, making the omicron look something like a rho;
photographs record this faw in ABC 3 and 5 of the
Benaki Collection ABC 5 is a rather small handle.
evidently from a fractional jar. For recording the
material from Memphis, I had in 1957 much help
from Professor G R. Edwards and from his volun-
teer assistant. Miss Shahira Khavar of Egypt

On 19-21, see p. 00 above with footnotes 40-42.
Ca 182-1753.¢
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